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HAWAII STATEWIDE TRANSPORTATION PLAN
EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

The Hawaii Statewide Transportation Plan (HSTP) intends to provide transportation
professionals and decision makers with a framework to be used in the planning of Hawaii's
transportation system. Integral to the plan's development was an extensive public
involvement and outreach effort that included a broad and diverse range of participants.
The plan was also a product of collaboration with the modal divisions of the State of
Hawaii Department of Transportation (HDOT) and its county partners. A detailed research
effort was also conducted to ensure that all technical issues associated with the plan were
fully analyzed and considered, and that applicable federal and state regulations were
satisfied.

HAWAII STATEWIDE TRANSPORTATION PLAN

Planners, engineers, and elected and appointed officials will be faced with many
challenges in their quest to provide an integrated, multi-modal transportation system for
Hawaii. To meet these challenges, substantial investments of time and money will be
required. With a renewed emphasis on comprehensive transportation planning, it is
necessary to forecast both the technological changes that may help frame the solutions
to future problems and the societal changes that those solutions may in turn create.
With sound long-range planning, the opportunity exists to anticipate future needs and to
make appropriate adjustments to the transportation landscape.

The Hawaii Statewide Transportation Plan links broad policy goals with specific action
items. It provides the foundation that connects these action items with the transportation
planning done at the regional and county levels. The plan is a product of collaboration
with HDOT and its three operating divisions as well as with the transportation planning
partners at the county levels. This collaboration used input from various sources
including the users of the transportation system, the stakeholders, and providers.
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The HSTP is not a listing of specific transportation projects at either the statewide or
local level. Rather, the HSTP sets the stage and provides the context for the
development of transportation programs that, when implemented, will help achieve one
or more of Hawaii's transportation goals. It identifies transportation directions and the
range of key elements to be considered in the development, management, and
operation of Hawaii's transportation systems. It is within these parameters that the
search for solutions can begin. HDOT will update the plan every five years to assess its
progress and to make adjustments as appropriate.

PURPOSE AND UTILITY OF THE HSTP
The primary purposes and utility of the HSTP are:

¢ To establish a framework for the development, integrated management, and
operation of Hawaii's multi-modal transportation systems, programs, and facilities

¢ To provide a foundation and identify the parameters within which the search for
solutions can begin

When developing transportation plans, programs, and projects, the statewide goals and
objectives set forth in this document should be considered and assessed to ensure that a
balanced and circumspect approach is taken. Not every plan, program, or project will
further every stated goal or meet every stated objective. Nevertheless, planners, decision
makers, and the public should consider their actions within the context of these statewide
goals and objectives. This will ensure that all aspects of an action are taken into
consideration.

The HSTP provides a description of the transportation planning process to be used. It
also describes the elements required for the development of the HSTP as well as other
transportation plans, programs, and projects. The process described in the HSTP applies
to each of the potential transportation planning activities at each of the levels included in
the plan, i.e., statewide master plans, countywide master plans, and facility plans. The
actual steps necessary to implement the transportation planning process for each specific

project may require some refinements or modifications depending on the specific needs.

i
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GOALS AND OBJECTIVES

The Hawaii Statewide Transportation Plan (HSTP) is an umbrella document intended to
guide the public, planning professionals, and decision makers as they implement the
statewide transportation process. The statement of goals, objectives, strategies, and
examples of implementing actions presented in this section is a key element of the
HSTP. It should be referenced as lower level plans are updated or prepared (system
master plans and facility master plans) and as specific projects and programs are
considered for development and implementation. Consistency with the HSTP must be

maintained in order to best achieve the transportation system's overall mission.

The five goals set forth here encompass a broad range of interrelated yet diverse
transportation-related issues. It is important that care be taken to fully appreciate the
interrelations and diversity inherent in addressing these issues. This section begins with
a discussion of this topic to further such an appreciation. It proceeds to describe how
the goals, objectives, strategies, and examples of implementing actions of the HSTP
were developed. This is followed by a presentation of the goals, objectives, strategies,
and examples of implementing actions of the HSTP. The section concludes with a
discussion of areas of emphasis, both statewide and in individual counties or
communities that have been identified based on extensive input solicited from a broad
cross-section of the public.

The Goals of the Hawaii Statewide Transportation Plan

The HSTP, with a planning horizon of over twenty years (to 2025), intends to provide
policy-level direction to the activities of the Hawaii Department of Transportation and each
of the county transportation agencies in the near-term, mid-term, and long-term. The
goals and objectives presented here, together with the appropriate strategies and
examples of implementing actions, are broad enough to address projects and programs
that are not yet defined. At the same time, they are narrow enough to provide meaningful
guidance to planners, decision makers, and the public while seeking to identify specific
projects and programs for development. Each broad goal statement is followed by several
specific objectives and strategies to attain those objectives. The examples of

177]
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implementing actions that follow each strategy are not meant to be exhaustive but rather
are intended to clarify the meaning and intent of the strategies. They present potential
actions. Immediately below are the mission statement of HDOT and a list of the HSTP’s
five goals. Each of the five goals is a product of the overall process, especially the
outreach program, used to develop the HSTP. A full presentation of the goals, objectives,
strategies, and examples of implementing actions is presented at the end of this chapter.

MISSION: TO PROVIDE FOR THE SAFE, ECONOMIC, EFFICIENT, AND

CONVENIENT MOVEMENT OF PEOPLE AND GOODS.

GOAL I: Achieve an integrated multi-modal tansportation system that provides

mobility and accessibility for people and goods.

GOAL II: Ensure the safety and security of the air, land, and water transportation
systems.

GOAL Il Protect and enhance Hawaii’'s unique environment and improve the
quality of life.

GOAL IV: Support Hawaii's economic vitality.
GOAL V- Implement a statewide planning process that is comprehensive,

cooperative, and continuing.

Areas of Emphasis

During the public involvement process for the HSTP, input was solicited on which goals
should be emphasized in the planning of the statewide transportation system. The
Citizen Advisory Committees, the home telephone survey, and the resource group
interviews were the primary means of obtaining this input. The results of this process
indicated that each group felt that no specific areas of emphasis should be identified.
They also felt that each goal should be treated equally. When referring to the HSTP to
guide future actions, planners, decision makers, and the public should consider this
input.

v
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APPROACH AND METHODOLOGY USED TO DEVELOP THE HSTP

The overall intent of the process used to prepare the HSTP was to identify and satisfy
the needs of the three primary target groups associated with the plan: (1) stakeholders,
(2) users, and (3) providers. Descriptions of these groups are provided below.

o Stakeholders — those with a vested interested in the transportation system,
including airlines and air cargo carriers at airports; shippers and passenger
carriers at harbors; and truckers, taxis, and transit providers on the roadway
system.

o Users — the general public and other users of the various transportation systems.

¢ Providers — the agencies and organizations that provide the transportation
systems including the airports, harbors, roadways, and transit agencies.

Although the areas of influence of these three groups overlap somewhat, their individual
needs and requirements provide the foundation for Hawaii's transportation system.
Each must be satisfied if a balanced system that comprehensively addresses the
concerns of the entire state is to be provided. The input obtained through the public
outreach program was the major focus of the HSTP’s preparation. However, significant
input was also obtained from several other sources. This section summarizes each
source used to prepare this document and includes a detailed description of the public
outreach program.

Process Used to Prepare the HSTP

Figure ES-1 provides a graphic illustration of the methodology used to develop the
HSTP. Three primary sources of data were used in the development of this document:
(a) the public outreach program, (b) technical resources used to develop background
data, and (c) comments and information provided by the various agencies and
organizations involved with the transportation system in Hawaii. Although the technique
depicted in Figure ES-1 was applied to the three target groups in an evenhanded
manner, the actual results indicated that each group provided useful input in different
ways. Input from the user group was most effectively obtained through the public

outreach program. Input from the stakeholders was best obtained from both the public
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outreach program and the technical resources. Data from the providers was most
effectively obtained from the technical resources and the agencies’ participation in the

study process.

Public Outreach Program. The public outreach program, which was primarily used to

provide input for the identification of the goals and objectives of the HSTP, was
composed of five elements. These elements included the statewide transportation plan
Citizen Advisory Committees (CACs) that were established in the neighbor island
counties (including two in Hawaii County), the Citizen Advisory Committee of the Oahu
Metropolitan Planning Organization, and a subcommittee of the OMPO CAC. Each
element employed various public outreach methods to capture the unique perspectives
and contributions that each participant brought to the process. These methods made
use of the following:

The Statewide Transportation Plan CAC/OMPO CAC Subcommittee
Public Officials and Agencies

Resources Group Interviews

A Telephone Survey

A Public Information Program

Although the program included several elements, the central focus of the program was
the Citizen Advisory Committees (CAC) formed on each neighbor island. These
committees were used to conduct a step-by-step process that eventually resulted in the
goals, objectives, strategies, and examples of implementing actions for the HSTP. The
steps used in the process, which corresponded with the series of CAC meetings,
included the following:

Step 1 — Identify transportation issues and concerns
Step 2 — Develop preliminary goals and objectives
e Step3 - Describe the draft goals, objectives, strategies, and implementing
actions
o Step4 — Prepare proposed goals and objectives for the HSTP

On Oahu, the primary focus was on the technical resources provided by the public
outreach programs. These programs were conducted by the city and county as part of
the planning process for the TRANS-2K and Primary Corridor Transit projects. They
were also conducted by the Oahu Metropolitan Planning Organization (OMPOQO) as part of

Vil
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the development of the Oahu Regional Transportation Plan (ORTP). An OMPO CAC
subcommittee was used to assist in the interpretation and synthesis of this data. This
subcommittee was useful in advising on the overall outreach program’s mechanics
throughout the state as well as on the incorporation of Oahu-specific data into the
planning process. Because the various transportation agencies on Oahu, including the
City and County of Honolulu Department of Transportation Services (DTS) and the Oahu
Metropolitan Planning Organization (OMPQ), had completed several outreach programs
as part of their identification of transportation goals and objectives for Honolulu, the
outreach for Oahu was limited to the results of these completed efforts. The goals and
objectives from these planning activities were incorporated into the statewide program
by converting them into a statewide context.

Figure ES-1 indicates the relationship of the public outreach program input and the steps
used to develop the goals and objectives. It also indicates how this activity fits into the

overall process used to develop the HSTP.

Use of Public Outreach Program to Prepare the HSTP. The public outreach program

specifically designed for the project was conducted during the development of the
Hawaii Statewide Transportation Plan (HSTP). This provided the general public with
access to information throughout the plan development. The program was designed to
inform interested individuals, groups, and agencies about the plan. It also gave
interested parties opportunities to provide input on the HSTP’s development. The public
involvement program reached out to a wide spectrum of interested parties to ensure that
the provisions of Title VI of the 1964 Civil Rights Act and Executive Order 12898 on
Environmental Justice were addressed. The program described below built on the
strategies used by the Oahu Metropolitan Planning Organization (OMPQ) and the City
and County of Honolulu to develop the Oahu Regional Transportation Plan (ORTP). The
program also built on strategies used by the neighbor island counties in their recent
outreach and public information programs used to develop countywide general plan

documents.

Technical Resources. The technical resources used to assist in the HSTP’s

development included the following:

Viii
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e Previous Statewide Transportation Plans for the State of Hawaii — both the 1992
final report and the 2000 interim report were used as background information;

o Statewide transportation plans from other states, including plans from Florida,
lowa, Minnesota, California, Pennsylvania, Washington, and Oregon;

¢ Hawaii statewide transportation system plans for the airports system and the
harbors system;

e Countywide land transportation plans for each county, including the Oahu
Regional Transportation Plan and the Countywide Land Transportation Master
Plan for Maui, Kauai, and Hawaii;

¢ Master plans for specific facilities, including the harbors in each county and the
transit system on Oahu;

e County general plans for each county;
e Community plans on various islands;

e Financial plans for the HDOT divisions, including airports, harbors, and
highways; and

e Visitor industry information, including the Kauai visitor survey and the Strategic
Tourism Plan prepared by the Hawaii Tourism Authority.

Comments from Technical Agencies. Coordination was maintained with the agencies

involved in the HSTP’s development. These agencies included:

e Hawaii DOT divisions including Airports, Harbors, and Highways

¢ The Oahu Metropolitan Planning Organization
The City and County of Honolulu Department of Transportation Services and the
Department of Planning and Permitting

¢ The public works and planning departments for each of the neighbor island
counties

¢ The Federal Highway Administration

As indicated in Figure ES-1, agency comments and/or data input were received during
all phases of the work program on all aspects of the HSTP, including the goals and
objectives, the planning process, and the financial component. These comments were
used to refine and modify each element of the HSTP as appropriate. The coordination

process was iterative in nature with agency review, as appropriate during the planning

ix
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process, to ensure that both the intent as well as the technical requirements of the
process would be satisfied.
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OUR VISION
TRANSPORTATION IN THE 21°" CENTURY

HAWAII STATE DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

As we move into the 21 Century, we envision a multi-modal transportation system that
encourages the integration of advanced technology and innovation in providing for the safe,
economic, efficient, and convenient movement of people and goods while fostering economic
growth and development throughout the state.

We see... a well-developed multi-modal transportation system in Hawaii.

Our airports and harbors on Oahu, Maui, Hawaii, and Kauai will be developed to insure the rapid
and efficient movement of people and goods to local, national, and international destinations. All
parts of the world will be accessible by a combination of long-range, subsonic and hypersonic jet
aircraft.

Our interstate highway system will be completed. Each of our islands will have a complete belt
highway around the island. Highways will be four lanes, divided to enhance safety and
landscaped to enhance the islands’ beauty. Grade-separated crossing and interchanges will
replace many old road intersections and traffic bottlenecks.

We see... other forms of transportation. Environmentally friendly, automated rapid transit and
people mover systems will move large numbers of people into and within cities with clock-like
precision. State-ofthe-art electrical systems and innovations will energize these with improved
energy efficiency.

Hi-speed ferries will transport our commuters from their homes to work in comfort and without the
stresses of peak-hour driving. Ferries will provide our visitors with important transportation links to
the airport, the downtown waterfront, and various resort and tourist destinations.

We see... jobs created closer to homes, and homes clustered around employment centers.
Those living in suburban communities will work in neighborhood telework centers, branch offices
close to their homes, or even their homes. These facilities will be linked to parent offices with
computers, state-ofthe-art telecommunication links, and teleconferencing facilities. Many
residents will be able to live, work, and play in their own communities. Employee and family life
quality will be enhanced as long work commutes are gradually eliminated.

We see... businesses relocating from the downtown area to suburban communities to meet labor
needs and to reduce office space and parking costs. They will realize reduction in business travel
as they are able to receive more information from government and other “smart” offices via
remote computer terminals. We will also see decreases in public travel as access to information
becomes available at conveniently located state satellite offices.

We see... an exciting evolution as Hawaii moves into the Information Age. We see a
corresponding evolution into “electronic highways” as communication is increasingly substituted
for transportation. The development of Hawaii’'s transportation and communication systems will
enhance it to be globally competitive in the 21° Century.

Xi
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MISSION:

HAWAII STATEWIDE TRANSPORTATION PLAN
GOALS AND OBJECTIVES

TO PROVIDE FOR THE SAFE, ECONOMIC, EFFICIENT, AND
CONVENIENT MOVEMENT OF PEOPLE AND GOODS.

MOBILITY AND ACCESSIBILITY

GOAL I:

Objective 1:

Achieve an integrated multi-modal transportation system that
provides mobility and accessibility for people and goods.

To preserve, maintain, and improve the air, land, and water transportation
system infrastructure and programs with regard to each community's
unique characteristics.

A

Improve multi-modal and inter-modal connectivity of the transportation
system.
Examples:
¢ |/mprove mauka-makai connections.
e Consider developing alternate routes where feasible.
s Explore opportunities to acquire and develop private roads
previously used for agricultural purposes.

. Increase capacity and services to respond to current needs and

anticipated growth.

Examples:

s Expand infrastructure, facilities, and services.

Provide new facilities and services.

Optimize operations.

Provide alternative mode choices.

Improve ground access concurrent with airport and harbor
expansion projects as appropriate.

. Pursue the maintenance and rehabilitation of the transportation

system.

Examples:

¢ [dentify existing maintenance deficiencies and resolve or mitigate.

¢ Monitor and evaluate systems performance.

e Coordinate state and county maintenance and rehabilitation
projects.

o Consider the use of life cycle costs in the project design and
engineering that could result in using more durable materials.

. Ensure provision of essential air, land, and water transportation

operations and facilities.
Examples:

s Maintain essential air service and defense highway system.

Xii
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Objective 2:

Objective 3:

Implement accessible transportation requirements (ADA and
others).

To increase the efficiency of the air, land, and water transportation
systems' operations.

A. Enhance inter-modal connectivity.
Examples:

Provide for smooth and efficient inter-modal transfers of
passengers and goods.

Enhance existing or provide new facilities and/or services to and
from modal hubs.

Provide user-friendly guidance and information.

Provide adequate storage and support facilities at airports and
harbors.

Establish a continuous inter-regional state highway system that
links state airports, harbors, and their related support facilities.

Provide for safe motorized and non-motorized (pedestrian and
bicycle) access to all airport, bus, and ferry terminals.

Employ and encourage strategies to reduce transportation demand.

Examples:

s Encourage the use of TDM strategies and actions to reduce single
occupancy  vehicle ftravel, including  ridesharing  and
telecommuting.

s [Encourage bicycle and pedestrian ftravel for ftrips of short
distances.

e Support "smart growth” initiatives in land use planning.

s Provide informational and educational programs.

e Coordinate transportation system development with land use.

Enhance performance of transportation systems affecting all modes

of transportation used by people.
Examples:

Improve signal timing and coordination.

Employ intelligent transportation system (ITS) technologies and
concepts.

Improve incident management and minimize response times for
incidents and accidents.

Ensure cost effectiveness of transportation policies and strategies
in implementing initiatives and actions.

To promote alternative air, land, and water transportation mode choices.

A

Facilitate and encourage a continuous level and variety of public
transit services consistent with statewide and community needs.
Examples:

Provide safe and continuous routes.
Provide educational programs.

Xiii
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Expand the coverage of bus services in both service hours and
geographic areas.

B. Facilitate and encourage the use of affordable, viable alternatives that
are convenient and accessible.
Examples:

Provide and improve park-and-ride facilities and services.

Inform and educate the public about the availability and usage of
services.

Encourage multi-modal accessibility to employment, shopping and
other commerce, medical care, housing, and leisure, including
adequate public ftransit access for the (transportation-
disadvantaged.

Implement the accessible transportation requirements established
by the Americans with Disabilities Act of 1990.

C. Facilitate and provide walking and bicycling options that meet
statewide and community needs.
Examples:

Provide safe and continuous routes.

Provide educational programs.

Increase the number of crosswalks and other pedestrian
pathways.

Increase the mileage of bicycle lanes and bicycle routes.

Provide wide shoulders along roads where bicycle lanes are not
feasible or merited.

Sweep and maintain roadway shoulders and bike/multi-use paths
regularly.

SAFETY AND SECURITY

GOAL II: Ensure the safety and security of the air, land, and water
transportation systems.

Objective 1:  To enhance the safety of the transportation system.

A

Provide safe facilities and infrastructure.

Examples:

s [dentify and implement physical improvements to reduce hazards,
such as traffic signals, crosswalks, and signage.

s Maintain and repair existing facilities and infrastructure.

e Consider and accommodate the needs of pedestrians and
cyclists.

s Implement traffic calming measures.

s [dentify and improve “safe routes to school” for students who walk,

cycle, or use other non-motorized modes.
Provide up-to-date air traffic control equipment.
Consider relocating roadside utilities underground.

Xiv
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Objective 2:

s Minimize the use of guardrails that form barriers or hazards to
safe passage by pedestrians or cyclists.

B. Promote the safe use of the transportation system.

Examples:

s Promote age-appropriate education for all users.

e Conduct targeted law enforcement at problem locations.

s Prepare Emergency Response Plans for disasters or
emergencies.

s [dentify operational improvements to reduce hazards and impacts.
Maintain a current traffic accident record system.
Consider developing a highway safety improvement program.

To ensure the secure operation and use of the transportation system.

A. Employ various safety and security measures as required.
Examples:
s |mprove air traffic control.
1. Provide up-to-date air traffic control equipment.
2. Consider restricting areas in which helicopter tours can
operate as appropriate.

s Provide transport routes for hazardous materials that ensure the
safety of neighboring communities and vehicles (e.g. cars,
cyclists, cruise ships).

o Develop hazardous materials accident and spill management
strategies.

s [dentify, evaluate, and eliminate threats to the transportation
system.

B. Use law enforcement at problem locations.

ENVIRONMENT AND QUALITY OF LIFE

GOAL I

Objective 1:

Protect and enhance Hawaii’s unique environment and improve its
quality of life.

To provide an air, land, and water transportation system that is
environmentally compatible and sensitive to cultural, historic, and natural
resources.

A. Provide an infrastructure and facilities that are environmentally
friendly, safe, and appropriate to each community's character and
scale.

Examples:

o Develop and mmintain a built environment that is aesthetically
beautiful and culturally responsible.

s Encourage sustainability of natural and human resources and
livability of communities in infrastructure development.

XV
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Objective 2:

Consider adopting flexible design standards and context-sensitive
design practices.

Consider a reasonable range of design alternatives.

Provide bike and pedestrian facilities.

Ensure access to shoreline and cultural resources.

B. Manage and operate the transportation system in an environmentally
responsible manner.
Examples:

Encourage the use of TDM strategies and actions.

Encourage the use of low-cost, energy efficient, non-polluting
means of transportation.

Develop monitoring programs to ensure compliance with noise,
air, and water quality standards, effectiveness of mitigations, and
improved facilities.

C. Support environmentally responsible programs and activities.
Examples:

Promote ‘Adopt-a-Highway’ program.

Promote rideshare programs.

Promote bicycling and walking.

Support the prevention of unwanted alien species introduction.

To ensure that the statewide air, land, and water transportation system
supports comprehensive land use policies and livability in urban and rural

areas.

A. Provide a transportation system that supports and enhances quality of

life.

Examples:

Provide noise abatement measures.

Comply with air, noise, and water quality standards.

Encourage smart transportation infrastructure development that is
sensitive to Hawaii’s unique environment, its historic and cultural
heritage, its diverse communities, and its Ahupua’a concept of
integrated watershed management.

B. Encourage the use of non-motorized transportation modes.
Examples:

Provide safe and continuous bicycle and pedestrian routes.
Establish programs to protect scenic, historic, and heritage
transportation corridors.

C. Minimize disruption of existing neighborhoods due to transportation.
Examples:

Schedule construction activities to minimize local impacts.
Schedule construction activities during off-peak hours when
possible to minimize traffic impacts.

Protect and preserve existing rights-of-way to allow for potential
future roadway expansion.

Xvi
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ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT

GOAL IV:

Objective 1:

Objective 2:

Support Hawaii’s economic vitality.

To provide and operate an air, land, and water transportation system to
accommodate existing and emerging economic developments and
opportunities.

A. Provide a direct, convenient, and physically suitable system for goods
movement to transportation facilities and to commercial and industrial
areas.

Examples:

¢ Maintain and improve the connectivity and accessibility to/from
transportation hubs, population centers, and the workplace.

s |mprove transportation facilities for freight handling and storage.

s Partner with public and private sectors to ensure cooperation and
coordination for the provision of transportation facilites and
infrastructure.

B. To promote efficient and cost effective operations of the transportation

system.

Examples:

¢ Reduce delay and costs for people and goods movement through
increased system efficiency and multi-modal capacity.

e Coordinate public and private sector investments.

s Promote high technology including inter-island and intra-island
ferry systems.

To develop an air, land, and water transportation system that
complements and preserves Hawaii’'s unique, natural environment as an
asset for economic and quality of life issues.

A. Make transportation investments that reflect each island’s character
and scale and that foster the residents’ quality of life.

B. Target transportation investments in coordination with community
involvement.

C. Consider developing a scenic byways program.

Example:
o Coordinate with appropriate agencies to develop a scenic byways
program.
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INTEGRATED STATEWIDE PLANNING, PROGRAMMING, AND DECISION-MAKING

GOALV:

Objective 1:

Objective 2:

Conduct a statewide planning process that is comprehensive,
cooperative, and continuing.

To improve coordination and cooperation between all branches and levels
of government, the private sector, and the general public.

A, Support and conduct the Statewide Transportation Planning Process.

Examples:

¢ Educate the participants.

¢ Maintain a dynamic and continuously evolving process.

o Use current information technology to support ongoing planning
efforts.

s |mprove continuously evolving county/state planning process for
project development.

o Work with partners at the federal and county levels of government.

B. Improve communication between all branches and levels of
government, the private sector, and the general public.
Examples:
s Proactively seek dialogue with stakeholders.
¢ Educate the public and decision makers on the planning process.

C. Integrate approved policies, programs, and plans from all branches
and levels of government and maintain consistency with the "Hawaii
Statewide Transportation Plan."

Examples:

o Develop comprehensive long-range transportation plans and
implementation strategies.

s Keep abreast of current and evolving programs and regulations.

s Address Title VI and environmental justice considerations.

To involve the public and stakeholders to the fullest practicable extent in
the planning and implementation of the transportation system.

A. Develop programs to ensure adequate opportunities for public and
stakeholders’ involvement.

Examples:
e Conduct timely public outreach meetings to inform, educate,
and/or solicit input.

s Employ new technologies for public access and dissemination.
B. Ensure responsiveness to public concerns.

Examples:
s Develop and implement procedures to respond to public concerns.
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Objective 3:  To develop and maintain a transportation financial structure that provides
adequate and dependable resources for air, land, and water
transportation systems.

A. Optimize the use of all possible financial resources.

Examples:

o Seek maximum possible federal contributions.
Seek innovative and non-traditional transportation financing.
Assess user fees for transportation services and improvements.
Identify opportunities to create public-private partnerships to
improve the transportation system.

B. Develop an ongoing comprehensive financial program.
Examples:
e Continuously monitor revenue flow to optimize fiscal opportunities
and avoid lapsing funds.
e Continuously monitor expenditures to maintain cash flow and
ensure sufficient funds.
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STATEWIDE TRANSPORTATION PLANNING PROCESS

The State of Hawaii is responsible for the implementation of the continuing,

comprehensive, inter-modal statewide transportation planning process. This process

incorporates the requirements for both the metropolitan and non-metropolitan areas of

the state to develop the statewide transportation plan and the statewide transportation

improvement program. Among the most important purposes of such a planning process

are the following:

To satisfy federal requirements, as originally established by the Inter-modal
Surface Transportation Efficiency Act of 1991 (ISTEA) and refined by the
Transportation Equity Act for the 21°' Century (TEA-21) as the necessary
mechanism for cooperative transportation decision-making throughout the state.

To coordinate statewide planning with planning activities in metropolitan and non-
metropolitan areas.

To ensure that public involvement can be provided throughout the planning
process.

To assure that fiscal constraint and public involvement are included in the
development of the three-year Statewide Transportation Improvement Program.

Federal Requirements

To maintain conformity with the U.S. Department of Transportation regulations, the

statewide transportation planning process must satisfy the following federal requirements:

The Transportation Equity Act of the 21% Century (TEA-21): TEA-21 was enacted
on June 9, 1998 as Public Law 105178. It authorizes the federal surface
transportation programs for highways, highway safety, and transit for the six-year
period of 1998 to 2003. It continues many of the provisions of the Inter-modal
Surface Transportation Efficiency Act (ISTEA), its predecessor.

Title VI of the 1964 Civil Rights Act (42 U.S.C. 2000d-1) and related regulations,
the President's Executive Order on Environmental Justice, he U.S. DOT Order,
and the FHWA Order.
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Statewide Transportation Planning Processing

The process consists of a series of interrelated activities. These activities address the
preparation of a specific element in the state’s overall program of transportation
requirements. The process is integrated into a series of activities, including the statewide
policy and land use planning activities, transportation planning activities, transportation
funding activities, engineering and implementation activities, and management activities
used to monitor and evaluate the performance of the transportation system. These are
illustrated in Figure ES-2. To describe how the transportation planning process functions,
the overall flow of activities that occurs, resulting in the state’s transportation
improvements, must be discussed. The relationship of these activities to the plans and
actions that must be completed as well as the organizational structure used to implement
this process must also be discussed.

Flow of Activities Related to the Transportation Planning Process. Figure ES-3

illustrates the overall flow of activities involved in the transportation planning process. The
flow chart illustrates the relationship between policy and land use planning activities, the
transportation planning activities, and the funding and management activities. It indicates
that the policy and land use activities and the funding and management activities are both
related to but not part of the transportation planning process.

Organizational _Structure of Planning Process. Figure ES-4 illustrates the

organizational structure established to implement the various elements of the Hawaii

statewide transportation planning process identified in Figure ES-3 and described above.
The structure has three primary components:

¢ The Department of Transportation and the commissions and committees that
serve as advisors

¢ The Oahu Metropolitan Planning Process used for the urbanized area of the state

e The Countywide Transportation Planning Process (CTPP) used in the non-
urbanized areas of the state
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Figure ES - 2
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Figure ES -3
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Figure ES - 4
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Public Involvement

TEA-21 provides specific guidelines for the public involvement program that has been
included in the Hawaii statewide transportation planning process, thus satisfying federal
requirements.  The public involvement program used in the Hawaii statewide
transportation planning process was designed to adhere to the following statement:

"The public involvement processes are open and proactive providing complete
information, timely public notice, full public access fto key decisions, and
opportunities for early and continuing involvement by its residents."

These objectives are accomplished through the incorporation of the following activities:

¢ Providing early and continuing public involvement opportunities throughout the
transportation planning and programming process;

¢ Distributing timely information about transportation issues and processes to the
public, affected public agencies, representatives of transportation agencies, private
providers of transportation, freight shippers, users of public transportation, and
other interested parties and segments of the community affected by transportation
plan, programs, and projects;

¢ Providing reasonable public access to technical and policy information used in the
development of plans;

e (Giving adequate public notice of public involvement activities and giving adequate
time for public review and comment at key decisions points, including, but not
limited to, action on the plan;

¢ Giving explicit considerations and responses to public input during the planning
and program development process, including responses to input received from
persons with disabilities, minorities, the elderly, and low-income residents;

e Seeking out and considering the needs of those who are traditionally under-served
by existing transportation systems, including, but not limited to low-income and
minority populations that may face challenges accessing employment and other
amenities;

¢ Reviewing periodically the effectiveness of the public involvement process to
ensure that the process provides full and open access to all and envisions any
necessary modifications, with specific attention to the efforts to engage persons
with disabilities, minority individuals, the elderly, and low-income residents; and
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Ensuring that public involvement activites conducted on QOahu, the lone
metropolitan area in the state, are carried out in response to the requirements as
established by OMPOQO and in compliance with the objectives identified above.

The public involvement program must also ensure that the following objectives are

satisfied during the initial development and when major revisions are made to plan

documents and programs.

The public, affected public agencies and jurisdictions, representatives of
transportation agencies, private and public providers of transportation, users of
transit services, freight shippers, and other interested parties must be provided
with a reasonable opportunity to comment on the plan. To accomplish this, the
plan must be published, with reasonable notification of its availability, or otherwise
made available for pubic review and comment.

The public, affected public agencies and jurisdictions, representatives of
transportation agencies, private and public providers of transportation, users of
transit services, freight shippers, and other interested parties must be provided
with a reasonable amount of time to review and comment on the plans and
programs.

The process must provide an appropriate procedure for public involvement

throughout the planning process, ensuring that the procedures are published and
available for public review.
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AR00025201



I. INTRODUCTION

Providing for our transportation needs is a dynamic and complex effort. Changes in
travel demand, technology, funding, regulations, and other factors influence decisions.
Likewise, the desire for the transportation system to support quality of life and other
long-term and short-term goals is another factor affecting these decisions.

The Hawaii Statewide Transportation Plan (HSTP) intends to provide transportation
professionals and decision makers with a framework to be used in the planning of
Hawaii's transportation system. Integral to the plan’s development was an extensive
public involvement and outreach effort that included a broad and diverse range of
participants. The plan was also a product of collaboration with the modal divisions of
the State of Hawaii Department of Transportation (HDOT) and its county partners. A
detailed research effort was also conducted to ensure that all technical issues
associated with the plan were fully analyzed and considered, and that applicable
federal and state regulations were satisfied.

Thus, the process of developing the plan could be described as a grass-roots effort
since it focused on public input while incorporating on-going and previously completed
division-specific and county planning efforts and activities. In turn, the plan provides
the statewide and interregional policy context for future transportation plans and
programs.

A. CURRENT AND FUTURE CONDITIONS OF THE STATE

The development of a long-range transportation plan requires a look into a twenty-
plus year planning horizon. The planning framework provided by a document such
as the Hawaii Statewide Transportation Plan (HSTP) must address the modal
transportation plans’ needs, which are directed at developing plans, programs, and
services that satisfy the future transportation needs of each community, each county,
and the state. The transportation demands that must be satisfied in these long-
range plans are ultimately derived from the cumulative needs of individuals and
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businesses. Demographic and economic trends, therefore, can significantly affect
the demand for transportation services. Knowledge of past, present, and future
trends is essential in planning a balanced and efficient transportation system.

1. Demographic Trends

The resident population of the State of Hawaii, which is currently 1,211,537
according to the 2000 census, is anticipated to increase to 1,461,600 by 2025. As
illustrated in Figure -1, which provides population trends for each county, the
statewide resident population is expected to increase by over 250,000 persons
between 2000 and 2025. This represents a 20.6% increase and translates directly
into increased travel demand for work, school, shopping, and other activities within
each island. The increased population will also require the importation of additional
consumer goods from outside the state. Additionally, the higher population on the
neighbor islands could be assumed to create an increase in the demand for inter-
island travel. However, this may be offset by decreased inter-island travel by visitors,
resulting from an increase in direct visitor flights to the neighbor islands and in cruise
ships porting on the neighbor islands.

The nature of this population is also expected to change over time. Age distribution,
for example, is expected to shift toward an older population, as illustrated in Figure F
2. An older population could directly affect the demands placed on the transportation
system. First, more of the population will be of working and driving age, increasing
potential demands on the highway and public transportation systems. Second, as
the elderly population increases, there may be an increased demand for specialized
transportation services as well as more off-peak travel demands.

2. Economic Trends

The numbers and types of jobs available to this population significantly affect
transportation planning. Table F1 provides a historical perspective of the job countin
Hawaii between 1996 and 2000. The table lists the jobs by the categories used by
the Hawaii State Department of Labor and Industrial Relations. The job count has
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Table I-1 -- JOBCOUNT, BY INDUSTRY: ANNUAL AVERAGES,
1996 TO 2000

[Data rounded to nearest 50. Totals may not add due to rounding or residual categories]

Industry 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000
Nonagriculture, wage and salary 530,750 531,500 531,250 |1/ 535,050 551,500
Construction, mining 23,650 22,300 21,650 [1/ 21,650 23,500
Manufacturing 16,650 16,550 16,450 |1/ 16,550 17,200
Durable goods 3,450 3,300 3,300 3,400 3,650
Nondurable goods 13,200 13,300 13,150 |1/ 13,150 13,550
Food processing 2/ 6,300 6,400 6,500 |1/ 6,600 6,700
Textile, apparel 2,150 (NA) (NA) (NA) (NA)
Printing, publishing 3,200 3,100 3,050 3,050 3,200
Transp., commun., utilities 41,050 41,300 41,150 [1/ 41,200 42,400
Transportation 3/ 31,000 31,150 31,000 [1/ 31,250 32,500
Communication 6,400 6,600 6,750 |1/ 6,600 6,500
Utilities 3,700 3,550 3,400 |1/ 3,350 3,400
Trade 135,200 134,350 132,200 |1/133,150 136,950
Wholesale 21,400 20,950 21,000 [1/ 21,150 21,600
Retail 113,850 113,350 111,200 |1/112,000 115,400
Finance, insur., real estate 36,900 36,150 35,500 |1/ 34,800 33,400
Services and miscellaneous 166,650 169,200 172,200 |1/174,900 183,400
Hotels 38,350 38,350 37,750 37,100 38,450
Health services 34,100 34,700 35,300 [1/ 35,800 36,700
Government 110,550 111,700 112,200 112,800 114,600
Federal 31,100 30,650 30,400 [1/ 30,300 30,950
Air Force 2,100 2,050 2,050 2,050 2,100
Army 4,850 5,000 4,900 4,700 4,700
Navy 9,850 9,250 9,100 9,000 8,750
State 62,800 64,250 64,950 65,800 66,950
Local 3/ 16,600 16,750 16,850 16,650 16,700
Agriculture, wage and salary 7,400 7,200 7,550 7,700 7,850
Labor disputes - - 50 -

NA Not available.
1/ Revised.

2/ Data beginning with 1994 are not directly comparable with data for earlier years.
3/ Data for 1995 are not directly comparable with data for earlier years.
Source: Hawaii State Department of Labor and Industrial Relations Internet site http://www.

hawaii.gov/workforce/ces. htm#jci, accessed March 2, 2001.
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been relatively flat during this period, increasing from a 1995 figure of 532,850 to a
1999 figure of 533,700 jobs. The data in the table indicates that the job category
with the most significant increase during this period was “Services and

»ou

Miscellaneous.” “Government” jobs continued to provide a high level of employment,
remaining at about 112,000 jobs throughout this period. Continued growth in service
industry employment could have a substantial impact on the future transportation
system. First, service and retail employment is characterized by non-traditional work
schedules that alter the demands placed on land transportation systems. Second,
this type of employment depends heavily on the visitor industry. Consequently, it is
based on the expectation that the visitor population would also increase
substantially. This increased activity must be accommodated by the air, land, and

water transportation systems.

Figure +3 provides an assessment of the projected economic conditions n Hawaii
from 1998 to 2025 using several indicators. These include gross state product,
personal income as a total and per capita, and total labor income. Figure I-4
provides a projection for total civilian employment, indicating the total civilian
employment is projected to increase to 732,300 persons in 2025. This would be an
increase of 28.1% from the level of employment in 2000.

3. Visitor Industry Trends

The most relevant indicator of increases in the visitor industry and total visitor
expenditures for the period from 1990 to 2000 is illustrated in Figure 5. The level of
visitor expenditure grew steadily from 1990 to 1995, reaching a peak of over $11.1
billion. The visitor expenditures decreased in 1996 and have fluctuated at levels well
below the 1995 peak since then. A review of Table |-2, which provides the
expenditures by country for this period, indicates that this decrease in Hawaii visitor
expenditures (from the peak in 1995) is primarily due to the reduction in expenditures
by visitors from Japan. The impacts of the visitor industry on the transportation
system are numerous, directly affecting the demand for travel by air, land, and water
transportation. Indirect impacts filter throughout the economy, ranging from visitor-
industry employment to additional need for importation of consumer goods.
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Table I-2

VISITOR EXPENDITURES, BY COUNTRY OF RESIDENCE:
1990 TO 2000

[In thousands of dollars]

Personal (diary) expenditures

Total
expendi- All United Other
Year tures countries States Japan Canada | countries
1990 9,082,130 8,706,772 5,041,774 | 2,572,284 306,867 785,847
1991 9,817,697 9,004,163 5,019,993 | 2,895,278 334,673 754,219
1992 9,310,860 8,613,581 3,969,014 3,349,276 276,632 1,018,660
1993 8,472,267 7,808,307 3,655,465 3,151,487 252,868 748,487
1994 10,253,911 9,544,014 | 4,504,806 3,768,143 349,484 921,581
1995 11,107,203 | 10,067,050 | 4,449,797 | 4,370,717 363,914 882,622
1996 10,166,844 9,568,828 | 4,651,449 3,531,913 351,511 1,033,954
1997 10,490,965 | 10,102,123 5,290,584 3,402,139 382,771 1,026,628
1998 10,309,191 9,910,271 5,327,957 | 2,932,547 346,211 1,303,556
1999 10,279,675 9,843,993 5,776,260 | 2,359,243 479,568 1,228,923
2000 10,918,136 10,395,854 | 6,452,691 2,370,355 451,457 1,121,352

Source: Hawaii State Department of Business, Economic Development and Tourism, Tourism Research

Branch, Annual Visitor Research Report (annual) and records.
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4. Defense Department Trends

Table 11 also provides a summary of recent military employment levels in Hawaii.
According to the Federal Department of Defense, no significant changes have
occurred between 1996 and 2000. This sector of the state’s economy still
constitutes a significant proportion of the employment and has an impact on the
transportation needs of the state. Since the state has essentially no control over the
size of the military population or activity, this sector of the economy must be
recognized for its potential variability and unpredictability. The impact of military
employment on the transportation needs of the state can be monitored and
potentially evaluated, but any attempts to forecast changes or future requirements
are not possible.

5. Transportation System Trends

The transportation system in the State of Hawaii is a diverse multi-modal system that
supports a significant population and an economy fueled by many elements,
including the visitor industry and the military. The ability of the transportation system
to satisfy the state’s demands can be described in terms of factors such as motor
vehicles registered, miles of roadway provided, gallons of fuel consumed, tonnage of
cargo moved through the state’s harbors, and passengers and cargo moved through
the state’s airports.

As of Year 2000, there were 964,738 motor vehicles registered in Hawaii. Of these,
759,840 were passenger vehicles; 165,104 were vans, pickups, and trucks under
6,500 pounds in personal use; and the remainder were ambulances, buses, truck
tractors, truck cranes, and motorcycles. The breakdown of motor vehicles by county

is as follows:
e City and County of Honolulu 626,737
¢ County of Hawaii 138,616
¢ County of Kauai 63,831
e County of Maui 135,554
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Motor vehicle fuel consumption and vehicle miles of travel have steadily increased in
the state over the years, growing from 395.185 million gallons of highway fiel
consumed in 1990 to 428.425 million gallons consumed in 2000. Total vehicle miles
of travel increased during that same period from 8,065.4 million vehicle miles in 1990
to 8,525.7 million vehicle miles in 2000. Highway fuel consumption and vehicle miles
of travel in Year 2000 by county is as follows:

Year 2000 Vehicle Usage Statistics

County Highway Fuel Consumption | Vehicle Miles of Travel
(million gallons of fuel) (million miles of travel)
City and County of Honolulu 268.841 5,402.7
County of Hawaii 72.382 1,295.0
County of Kauai 26.604 645.4
County of Maui 60.598 1,182.6

The Honolulu Harbor, which is the focal point for all shipping activity in the state,
accepted 5,382,309 tons of cargo from overseas ports in 2000 and 1,959,455 tons of
cargo from interisland ports.

The airports in the statewide system had 7,699,676 passengers deplane from
overseas airports in 1999. Interisland airports had 10,173,069 passengers deplaned
in 1999. The airports also accepted 179,714 tons of cargo from overseas airports
and 69,184 tons of cargo from interisland airports. The airport system also accepted
55,488 tons of mail from overseas airports and 23,893 tons of mail from interisland
airports.

B. STATEWIDE TRANSPORTATION PLANNING

Planners, engineers, and elected and appointed officials will be faced with many
challenges in their quest to provide an integrated, multi-modal transportation system
for Hawaii. To meet these challenges, substantial investments of time and money
will be required. With a renewed emphasis on comprehensive transportation

planning, it is necessary to forecast both the technological changes that may help
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frame the solutions to future problems and the societal changes that those solutions
may in turn create. With sound long-range planning, the opportunity exists to
anticipate future needs and make appropriate adjustments to the transportation
landscape.

The Hawaii State Plan is the starting point for the statewide transportation planning
process. It is a tool used to identify changes in public priorities and to provide a
process for dealing positively with these changes. The Hawaii Statewide
Transportation Plan links broad policy goals with specific action items by providing
the foundation that connects these action items with the transportation planning done
at the regional and county levels. The plan is a product of collaboration with HDOT
and its three operating divisions as well as with the transportation planning partners
at the county levels. This collaboration used input from various sources, including the
users of the transportation system, the stakeholders, and providers.

The HSTP is not a listing of specific transportation projects at either the statewide or
local level. Rather, the HSTP sets the stage and provides the context for the
development of transportation programs that, when implemented, will help achieve
one or more of Hawaii's transportation goals. It identifies transportation directions
and the range of key elements to be considered in the development, management,
and operation of Hawaii's transportation systems. It is within these parameters that
the search for solutions can begin. HDOT will update the plan every five years to
assess its progress and to make adjustments as appropriate.
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Il. HAWAII STATEWIDE TRANSPORTATION PLAN

The following subsections elaborate on the purpose and utility of the HSTP. They
provide a detailed description of the process used and a discussion of the goals and
objectives produced during its development.

A. PURPOSE AND UTILITY OF THE HSTP
The primary purposes and utility of the HSTP are:

¢ To establish a framework for the development, integrated management, and
operation of Hawaii’'s multi-modal transportation systems, programs, and
facilities

e To provide a foundation and identifies the parameters within which the search
for solutions can begin

When developing transportation plans, programs, and projects, the statewide goals
and objectives set forth in this document should be considered and assessed to
ensure that a balanced and circumspect approach is taken. Not every plan, program,
or project will further every stated goal or meet every stated objective. Nevertheless,
planners, decision makers, and the public should consider their actions within the
context of these statewide goals and objectives. This will ensure that all aspects of an
action are taken into consideration.

This document is an overarching framework that defines considerations pertinent to
the assessment of plans, programs, and transportation improvements. The goals and
objectives are intended to be broad and all encompassing to allow for maximum
flexibility and to serve as a consensus-building tool. The plan possesses the
adaptability to allow the individual definition and refinement of specific actions as
needs dictate. However, it is not a forum for detailed analyses or consideration of
specific actions or projects.

The HSTP provides a description of the transportation planning process to be used. It
also describes the elements required for the development of the HSTP as well as other
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transportation plans, programs, and projects. The process described in the HSTP
applies to each of the potential transportation planning activities at each of the levels
included in the plan, i.e., statewide master plans, countywide master plans, and facility
plans. The actual steps necessary to implement the transportation planning process
for each specific project may require some refinements or modifications depending on
the specific needs.

The HSTP concludes with a discussion of the financial elements of the plan, including
existing funding sources and current expenditures both for capital improvements and

for operation and maintenance of the various modal systems.

B. STATUTORY REQUIREMENTS

The requirement for a statewide transportation plan was initiated by ISTEA. It is
continued under the Transportation Equity Act for the 21%' Century (TEA-21) and under
Chapter 226 of the Hawaii Revised Statutes. The following two subsections describe
these requirements further.

1. Federal Requirements

The statewide planning requirements of ISTEA and TEA-21 are implemented by 23
CFR 450.214, which specifically requires that a statewide transportation plan be
developed and satisfy the following:

a. Be inter-modal and statewide in scope in order to facilitate the efficient
movement of people and goods;

b. Be reasonably consistent in time horizon among its elements but cover a
period of at least 20 years;

c. Contain, as an element, a plan for bicycle transportation, pedestrian walkways,
and trails, which is appropriately interconnected with other modes;

d. Be coordinated with the metropolitan transportation plans required under 23

U.S.C. 134 to be prepared for urbanized areas, which, in Hawaii, consists of
the Honolulu urbanized area and the Kailua-Kaneohe urbanized area;
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e. Cooperate with the MPOs on the portions of the plan affecting metropolitan
planning areas;

f. Reference, summarize, or contain any applicable short-range planning and/or
policy studies, strategic planning and/or policy studies, transportation need
studies, management system reports, and any statements of policies, goals,
and objectives regarding issues such as transportation, economic
development, housing, social and environmental effects, energy, etc., thatwere
significant to development of the plan;

g. Reference, summarize, or contain information on the availability of financial
and other resources needed to carry out the plan.

2. State of Hawaii Requirements

The Hawaii State Legislature established the statutory requirements for the Hawaii
Statewide Transportation Plan’s preparation with the passage of Chapter 226 (Hawaii
State Planning Act) and 279A (Statewide Transportation Planning) of the Hawaii
Revised Statutes (HRS 226 and 279A). HRS 279A requires that HDOT prepare a plan
that is directed toward the ultimate development of a "balanced, multi-modal statewide
transportation system that serves clearly identified social, economic and environmental
objectives." The transportation plan for this statewide transportation system shall be
applicable to, but not limited to, the following system components: (1) the national
system of interstate and defense highways as well as highways within the state
highway system, (2) airports, (3) harbors and waterborne tansit, (4) surface mass
transit systems, and (5) major county roads.

C. GOALS AND OBJECTIVES

The Hawaii Statewide Transportation Plan (HSTP) is an umbrella document intended
to guide the public, planning professionals, and decision makers as they implement
the statewide transportation process. The statement of goals, objectives, strategies,
and examples of implementing actions presented in this section is a key element of
the HSTP. It should be referenced as lower level plans are updated or prepared
(system master plans and facility master plans) and as specific projects and
programs are considered for development and implementation. Consistency with the
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HSTP must be maintained in order to best achieve the transportation system's
overall mission.

The five goals set forth here encompass a broad range of interrelated yet diverse
transportation-related issues. It is important that care be taken to fully appreciate the
interrelations and diversity inherent in addressing these issues. This section begins
with a discussion of this topic to further such an appreciation. It proceeds to describe
how the goals, objectives, strategies, and examples of implementing actions of the
HSTP were developed. This is followed by a presentation of the goals, objectives,
strategies, and examples of implementing actions of the HSTP. The section
concludes with a discussion of areas of emphasis, both statewide and in individual
counties or communities that have been identified based on extensive input solicited

from a broad cross-section of the public.

1. The Goals of the Hawaii Statewide Transportation Plan

The HSTP, with a planning horizon of over twenty years (to 2025), intends to provide
policy-level direction to the activities of the Hawaii Department of Transportation and
each of the county transportation agencies in the near-term, mid-term, and long-term.
The goals and objectives presented here, together with the appropriate strategies and
examples of implementing actions, are broad enough to include types of projects and
programs that are not yet defined. At the same time, they are narrow enough to
provide meaningful guidance to planners, decision makers, and the public while
seeking to identify specific projects and programs for development. Each broad goal
statement is followed by several specific objectives and strategies to attain those
objectives. The examples of implementing actions that follow each strategy are not
meant to be exhaustive but rather are intended to clarify the meaning and intent of the
strategies. They present potential actions. Immediately below are the mission
statement of HDOT and a list of the HSTP’s five goals. Each of the five goals is a
product of the overall process, especially the outreach program, used to develop the
HSTP. A full presentation of the goals, objectives, strategies, and examples of

implementing actions is presented at the end of this chapter.
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MISSION: TO PROVIDE FOR THE SAFE, ECONOMIC, EFFICIENT, AND
CONVENIENT MOVEMENT OF PEOPLE AND GOODS.

GOAL I: Achieve an integrated multi-modal transportation system that provides
mobility and accessibility for people and goods.

GOAL II: Ensure the safety and security of the air, land, and water
transportation systems.

GOAL Il Protect and enhance Hawaii’'s unique environment and improve the
quality of life.

GOAL IV: Support Hawaii's economic vitality.

GOAL V- Implement a statewide planning process that is comprehensive,

cooperative, and continuing.

2. Symbiotic and Dichotomous Issues in Transportation Planning

The issues dealt with in transportation planning include mobility and accessibility,
congestion reduction, environmental protection, historic and cultural preservation,
energy conservation, livable communities, economic development, and others. Some
examples of how these planning issues may be symbiotic or dichotomous (i.e., how
they can work together or be at odds) or, in some ways, both are discussed below. It
should be stressed that through the use of a balanced approach, potential issues
can be minimized or resolved.

a. Congestion vs. Growth & Economic Development. Growth and development

often cause more trips, and more trips can cause congestion. Thus, measures for
stimulating growth and economic development can work against the goal of improving
mobility by relieving congestion. Furthermore, relieving congestion through measures
that expand capacity can stimulate growth and economic development. This is
positive in one sense, but negative in the sense that the added development might in
turn increase vehicle trips and thereby create future congestion problems.
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b. Congestion_vs. Air Quality. Relieving congestion can involve reducing the

number of stopped vehicles and the length of time during which vehicles are stopped.
This in tum improves local air quality. However, reducing congestion can also, in
effect, increase capacity and eventually the total number of trips to the point where a
congested state redevelops. This congested state would involve a larger number of
stopped vehicles than had originally been involved and would thereby have negative
impacts on local air quality. A key question that arises in this discussion asks whether
the number of trips would have increased regardless of capacity increases.

c. Accessibility & Quality o Life vs. Environmental Protection vs. Economic

Development. Providing access to areas of natural beauty brings up all these issues.
On one hand, some might find that better access to such areas improves their quality
of life. Also, improved access to such areas could provide economic benefits through
the tourism industry. On the other hand, negative impacts might be imposed on the
biological state and natural beauty of the area to which access is being provided.

d. Mobility & Energy Conservation. Some methods for improving mobility, such as

the addition of highway capacity in high-density areas, promote the use of high-energy
transport modes such as single occupant automobiles. As in the discussion of
"Congestion and Air Quality" above, a key question asks to what extent trip-making
activity would increase regardless of capacity improvements.

e. Mobility vs. Economic Development. Improving the efficiency by which goods

are transferred and services are delivered can stimulate economic development.
Similarly, providing more time-efficient transportation options to workers can improve
their productivity and increase their access to job opportunities. In addition, economic
development can increase the pool of resources available for improving the state's
transportation options. At the same time, however, economic growth can negatively
affect mobility by increasing the overall demands on the transportation system.

f. Mobility & Livable Communities vs. Environmental Protection. Some methods

for improving mobility, such as the development of bicycle and pedestrian facilities,
reduce the use of high-energy transport modes, such as single occupant automobiles,
and thus promote energy conservation. Such facilities are compatible with and even
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key to the development of more livable communities. On the other hand, major
transportation projects that would improve mobility (on highways or at airports or in
harbors) but also have the potential to affect the environment and local quality of life
must be carefully designed to avoid these effects.

g. Safety & Mobility & Quality of Life. Safety improvements to the transportation

system indirectly enhance mobility by lessening the likelihood of accident-related
delays. The quality of life of both residents and visitors is promoted by measures to
increase safety and security. Mobility improvements, such as the provision of
dedicated bicycle and pedestrian facilities, also have direct safety benefits because
they reduce opportunities for conflict between non-motorized and vehicular travelers.

3. Areas of Emphasis

During the public involvement process for the HSTP, input was solicited on which
goals should be emphasized in the planning of the statewide transportation system.
The Citizen Advisory Committees, the home telephone survey, and the resource
group interviews were the primary means of obtaining this input. The results of this
process indicated that each group felt that no specific areas of emphasis should be
identified. They also felt and that each goal should be treated equally. When
referring to the HSTP to guide future actions, planners, decision makers, and the

public should consider this input.

The home telephone survey reached over 1,100 respondents statewide. Because
respondents to the survey were reached through random-digit dialing, the survey
was able to reach a broad cross-section of the general public. It focused on
obtaining input for the areas of emphasis in the plan and on how conflicts between
goals should be resolved. Because the survey was conducted prior to the availability
of the draft goals and objectives of the HSTP, only generalized goals and broad
issue areas were discussed. A full report on the home telephone survey, including
the survey itself and a discussion of the results, can be found in the technical
appendix to the HSTP.
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Respondents were asked to rank generalized goals on a scale of 1 to 4, with 4 being
"very important” and 1 being "not to be considered." When considering the statewide
transportation system as a whole, each of the generalized goals received an average
ranking between 3.5 and 4.0, indicating that the goals were felt to be quite important
by the general public. The highestranked goal on each island and statewide was
"safety and security, making sure our transportation system is designed to keep
users safe." When asked about the expenditure of funds, spending targeted on
safety improvements and on "helping the quality of life in our communities" and
"protecting the environment" received the highest emphasis.

The ongoing discussion that occurred during the CAC meetings on the neighbor
islands and the comments received from CAC members revealed that they generally
agreed with each goal and objective but felt that there should be a strong emphasis
on involving the public in the planning process. In addition, on Maui and Kauai, it
was also suggested that Goal Il ("Protect and enhance the environment and
improve the quality of life") should be emphasized. On Hawaii, Goals | and IV
("Achieve an integrated multi-modal transportation system that provides mobility and
accessibility for people and goods" and "Support Hawaii's economic vitality") were
called out as areas for emphasis. It is important to reiterate that the CACs were in
agreement with each of the basic goals of the HSTP and to note that the CAC
meetings included lively discussions about how best to achieve those goals.

Almost 70 resource group interviews were held throughout the state with groups
having a special interest in the statewide transportation system. As with the home
telephone survey, these interviews were conducted prior to the availability of the
draft goals and objectives of the HSTP. Therefore, the seven goals stated in the
Interim HSTP were presented to facilitate hese discussions. These interviews
revealed an overall tendency to emphasize the issues of "mobility and accessibility"
and "economic development," although a number of the resource groups interviewed
emphasized the issue of "environment and quality of life.” Although the specific
interests and emphases of the resource group interviewees varied, there was no
suggestion that issues outside their interests should not be included in the HSTP.
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In summary, there was no clear consensus from all sources (either statewide or in
any one county) that any particular goal or issue should be emphasized. While
differing emphases were identified by the Citizen Advisory Committees, the home
telephone survey respondents, and the resource groups interviewees, the fact that
no overall trend appeared points to the need for a balanced and thoughtful approach
in developing projects, plans, and programs. Such an approach can minimize or

resolve potential conflicts when they arise.

D. APPROACH AND METHODOLOGY USED TO DEVELOP THE HSTP

The overall intent of the process used to prepare the HSTP was to identify and
satisfy the needs of the three primary target groups associated with the plan: (1)
stakeholders, (2) users, and (3) providers. Descriptions of these groups are
provided below.

o Stakeholders — those with a vested interested in the transportation system,
including airlines and air cargo carriers at airports; shippers and passenger
carriers at harbors; and truckers, taxis, and transit providers on the roadway
system.

e Users — the general public and other users of the various transportation
systems.

* Providers — the agencies and organizations that provide the transportation
systems, including the airports, harbors, roadways, and transit agencies.

Although the areas of influence of these three groups overlap somewhat, their
individual needs and requirements provide the foundation for Hawaii’s transportation
system. Each must be satisfied if a balanced system that comprehensively
addresses the concerns of the entire state is to be provided. The input obtained
through the public outreach program was the major focus of the HSTP’s preparation.
However, significant input was also obtained from several other sources. This
section summarizes the sources used to prepare this document and includes a

detailed description of the public outreach program.
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1. Process Used to Prepare the HSTP

Figure 11 provides a graphic illustration of the methodology used to develop the
HSTP. Three primary sources of data were used in the development of this
document: (a) the public outreach program, (b) technical resources used to develop
background data, and (c) comments and information provided by the various
agencies and organizations involved with the transportation system in Hawaii.
Although the technique depicted in Figure II-1 was applied to the three target groups
in an evenhanded manner, the actual results indicated that each group provided
useful input in different ways. Input from the user group was most effectively
obtained through the public outreach program. Input from the stakeholders was best
obtained from both the public outreach program and the technical resources. Data
from the providers was most effectively obtained from the technical resources and
the participation of the agencies in the study process.

a. Public Outreach Program. The public outreach program was primarily used to

provide input for the identification of the goals and objectives of the HSTP. The
public involvement program was composed of five elements. These elements
included the statewide transportation plan Citizen Advisory Committees (CACs) that
were established in the neighbor island counties (including two in Hawaii County),
the Citizen Advisory Committee of the Oahu Metropolitan Planning Organization, and
a subcommittee of the OMPO CAC. Each element employed various public
outreach methods to capture the unique perspectives and contributions that each
participant brought to the process. These methods made use of the following:

Statewide Transportation Plan CAC/OMPO CAC Subcommittee
Public Officials and Agencies

Resources Group Interviews

Telephone Survey

Public Information Program

Although the program included several elements, the central focus of the program
was the Citizen Advisory Committee (CAC) formed on each neighbor islands. These
committees were used to conduct a step-by-step process that eventually resulted in

the goals, objectives, strategies, and examples of implementing actions for the
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HSTP. The steps used in the process, which corresponded with the series of CAC
meetings, included the following:

e Step1- Identify transportation issues and concerns

e Step2- Develop preliminary goals and objectives

e Step 3— Describe the draft goals, objectives, strategies, and
implementing actions

o Step4d- Prepare proposed goals and objectives for the HSTP

On Oahu, the primary focus was on the technical resources provided by the public
outreach programs. These programs were conducted by the City and County of
Honolulu as part of the planning process for the TRANS-2K and Primary Corridor
Transit projects. They were also conducted by the Oahu Metropolitan Planning
Organization (OMPQ) as part of the development of the Oahu Regional
Transportation Plan (ORTP). These programs were instrumental in highlighting the
importance of public transit as the most critical part of Oahu’s overall mobility plan
and has led to many transit plans and programs developed on the island. A
subcommittee of the OMPO CAC was used to assist in the interpretation and
synthesis of this data.

Figure I-1 indicates the relationship of the public outreach program input and the
steps used to develop the goals and objectives. It also indicates how this activity fits
into the overall process used to develop the HSTP. Also, a more detailed description

of the public outreach program is provided in section 2 of this chapter.

b. Technical Resources. The technical resources used to assist in the HSTP's

development included the following:

e Previous Statewide Transportation Plans for the State of Hawaii — both the
1992 final report and the 2000 interim report were used as background
information;

o Statewide transportation plans from other states, including plans from Florida,
lowa, Minnesota, California, Pennsylvania, Washington, and Oregon;

¢ Hawaii statewide transportation system plans for the airports system and the
harbors system;
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¢ Countywide land transportation plans for each county, including the Oahu
Regional Transportation Plan and the Countywide Land Transportation
Master Plan for Maui, Kauai, and Hawaii;

¢ Master plans for specific facilities, including the harbors in each county and
the transit system on Oahu;

e County general plans for each county;
e Community plans on various islands;

¢ Financial plans for the HDOT divisions, including airports, harbors, and
highways; and

¢ Visitor industry information, including the Kauai visitor survey and the
Strategic Tourism Plan prepared by the Hawaii Tourism Authority.

c. Comments from Technical Agencies. Coordination was maintained throughout

the course of the planning study with all agencies involved in the HSTP’s

development. These agencies included:

e Hawaii DOT divisions, including Airports, Harbors, and Highways
The Oahu Metropolitan Planning Organization

¢ The City and County of Honolulu Department of Transportation Services and
the Department of Planning and Permitting

¢ The public works and planning departments for each of the neighbor island
counties

¢ The Federal Highway Administration

As indicated in Figure [I-1, agency comments and/or data input were received during
all phases of the work program on all aspects of the HSTP, including the goals and
objectives, the planning process, and the financial component. The comments were
used to refine and modify each element of the HSTP as appropriate. The
coordination process was iterative in nature with agency review, as appropriate
during the planning process, to ensure that both the intent as well as the technical
requirements of the process would be satisfied.
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2. Use of Public Qutreach Program to Prepare the HSTP

This section of the report documents the manner in which the public involvement
program was conducted and how its input was incorporated into the overall process
described above to prepare the HSTP.

The public outreach program specifically designed for the project was conducted
during the development of the Hawaii Statewide Transportation Plan (HSTP). This
provided the general public with access to information throughout the plan
development. The program was designed to inform interested individuals, groups,
and agencies about the plan. It also gave interested parties opportunities to provide
input on the HSTP’s development. The public involvement program reached out to a
wide spectrum of interested parties to ensure that the provisions of Title VI of the
1964 Civil Rights Act and Executive Order 12898 on Environmental Justice were
addressed. The program described below built on the strategies used by the Oahu
Metropolitan Planning Organization (OMPOQO), the City and County of Honolulu, and
the State of Hawaii to develop the Oahu Regional Transportation Plan (ORTP). The
program also built on the strategies used by the neighbor island counties in their
recent outreach and public information programs used to develop countywide

general plan documents.

a. Citizen Advisory Committee (CAC). The Citizen Advisory Committees were ad

hoc working groups selected to represent the overall population in each county of the
neighbor islands. Each county was responsible for preparing the initial list of CAC
members. This list was then supplemented with any additional members that were
needed to ensure that special interests and potential public needs would be
addressed. CAC members provided assistance in identifying resource groups and
groups to whom outreach presentations would be made. They identified
transportation-related issues and concerns and provided significant input into the
goals and objectives identified for the HSTP. Their input helped in the assessment,
evaluation, and synthesis of information derived from other elements of the public
involvement program. The CAC members used information provided by the state
staff and its consultant, together with their own knowledge, to identify areas of
emphasis associated with the goals and objectives of the HSTP. Finally, the CAC
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members reviewed and commented on the HSTP’s ultimate list of goals and
objectives as well as the strategies and implementing actions identified during
discussions of the issues. It should be noted that the CAC members were just one
means of obtaining public direction.

Four CACs were established in neighbor island counties (including one in Hilo/East
Hawaii, one in Kona/West Hawaii, one on Kauai, and one on Maui) based on input
from state and county representatives. They were composed of members of the
general public, the business community, social services agencies and organizations,
and other special interest groups recommended by the state and county agency
representatives. Care was taken to ensure that the invited CAC members would
reflect a wide spectrum of demographic and interest groups in each county, including

advocates for the elderly, the transit-dependent, the poor, and the disabled.

Forty-eight individuals were initially invited to form the Kauai CAC, 61 to form the
Maui CAC, 38 to form the Hilo (East Hawaii) CAC, and 32 to form the Kona (West
Hawaii) CAC. In addition, other members of the public who requested membership
in the CACs were admitted. Approximately 25 individuals typically attended the CAC
meetings on Kauai, 35 on Maui, 20 in Hilo, and 20 in Kona. Four rounds of CAC

meetings were held as described below.

The purpose of the first round of meetings was to familiarize the CAC members with
the overall activities and responsibilities of HDOT. These were also used to solicit
members’ input on issues and concerns that should be addressed by the HSTP.
CAC members offered their views on specific issues and concerns to be addressed
in the HSTP ranging from descriptions of specific deficiencies in the existing
transportation system to discussions about the processes currently used to develop
transportation plans and implement facilities and programs. CAC members also
discussed the need to include a preliminary series of goals, objectives, strategies,

and possible implementing actions.

The purpose of the second round of meetings was to have the CAC members
identify goals and objectives for the Statewide Transportation Plan. A summary of
the key issues and concerns raised at the first round of meetings was presented.
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The CAC members were asked to use this summary and convert the issues and
concerns into a more generalized list of initial goals and objectives. This list included
a variety of concepts such as goals and objectives, strategies, implementing actions,
and a description of additional issues. It was used to synthesize and amend the
information based on the resource group interviews, existing plans, and other
information identified by the state and the consultant.

The purpose of the third round of meetings was to have the CAC members identify
areas of emphasis for the statewide transportation goals and objectives identified
previously. A list of preliminary goals, objectives, strategies, and examples of
implementing actions was presented to the CAC members. It was explained to the
committee members that this list was a synthesis of the information they provided at
the first two meetings when they converted the community-specific issues and
concerns into broad goals and objectives with statewide application. Potential areas
of conflicts and possible trade-offs existing between the goals, objectives, and
strategies were identified.

The purpose of the fourth round of meetings was to present the Draft Goals,
Objectives, Strategies, and Examples of Implementing Actions to the CAC members.
This was done to re-affirm the goals and objectives for the Statewide Transportation
Plan and their areas of emphasis as identified during the series of meetings.

b. Oahu Metropolitan Planning Organization (OMPQO) CAC and CAC
Subcommittee. The Oahu Metropolitan Planning Organization (OMPQO) is the

metropolitan planning organization for the City and County of Honolulu. It maintains
a standing CAC with approximately 50 members. OMPO had just completed an
intensive two-year public participation program as part of its process to update the
regional transportation plan (“Transportation for Oahu Plan 2025” draft dated April 3,
2001). One of the key products of this document was the goals and objectives for
the Oahu Regional Transportation Plan (ORTP) and its planning process. It was
jointly agreed that the goals and objectives from the regional transportation plan for
Oahu, which resulted from the plan’s outreach effort, would be fully integrated into
the HSTP effort. Any additional elements relevant to the plan would be identified
through a supplemental outreach effort with OMPQ. This outreach program for the
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ORTP included regular contact with the permanent Citizen Advisory Committee for
OMPO, a series of general public meetings held throughout the island of Oahu, mail-

outs, and a home telephone survey.

A subcommittee of the OMPO CAC was formed to advise HDOT and its consultant
on the HSTP public involvement program. Five members of the full CAC volunteered
to serve on this subcommittee and were appointed by the CAC Chair. This ad hoc
subcommittee reviewed and commented on the other elements of the program (i.e.,
public officials and agencies, resource groups, the telephone survey, the public
involvement program, and the outreach program). The subcommittee also reviewed
and commented on the goals and objectives derived from those elements. The
subcommittee members provided assistance in identifying additional resource
groups to interview and groups where outreach presentations could be made. The
OMPQO CAC subcommittee met four times, generally corresponding with the dates of
the neighbor island CAC meetings.

This subcommittee was useful in advising on the mechanics for the overall outreach
program throughout the state as well as on the incorporation of Oahu-specific data
into the planning process. Because the various transportation agencies on Oahu,
including the City and County of Honolulu Department of Transportation Services
(DTS) and the Oahu Metropolitan Planning Organization (OMPQO), had completed
several outreach programs as part of their identification of transportation goals and
objectives for Honolulu, the outreach for Oahu was limited to the results of these
completed efforts. The goals and objectives from these planning activities were
incorporated into the statewide program by converting them into a statewide context.
It should be noted that the incorporation of the Oahu goals and objectives into the
statewide goals and objectives is meant to be inclusive rather than exclusionary, i.e.,
all Oahu specific policies such as its public transit emphasis are included in the
statewide policies but are not necessarily required by all counties.

c. Public Officials and Agencies. Elected and agency officials were informed of

the HSTP’s development at the onset of the planning process and were provided a
description of the planned public involvement program. Presentations were made to
the mayors and some council members of each neighbor island county in late 2000
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and early 2001. They were asked to indicate any concerns or issues they had
regarding the process and the manner in which it would be implemented.
Coordination was maintained throughout the course of the planning process with key
members of the agencies in each county. These agencies included the Planning and
Public Works Departments on the neighbor islands, the Department of
Transportation Services and Department of Planning and Permitting of the City and
County of Honolulu, and the OMPO. County agencies were represented at each of
the CAC meetings on the neighbor islands.

d. Resource Group Interviews. The resource groups are stakeholders, agency

representatives, organization representatives, and persons with expertise and/or
special interest in areas relevant to the HSTP. The list of resource groups to be
interviewed was developed from a variety of sources, including county officials and
staff, HDOT staff, the consultant team, the members of the neighbor island CAC, and
the OMPO staff and its CAC subcommittee members. Additional candidates to be
interviewed were identified by members of resource groups during the interviews
themselves. The primary purpose of the resource group interviews was to gather
information regarding views on how the transportation system is used, what specific
transportation-related issues are faced, transportation needs and other related
issues, and input used for the definition and emphasis areas of the HSTP’s goals
and objectives. The consultant team used the information resulting from these
interviews to develop additional insight and perspective into the issues, concerns,
goals, and objectives of each resource group. It was recognized that many of these
groups have special interests or specific missions that may be beyond the purview of
the HSTP. The understanding gained through these interviews was useful during
discussions and the preparation of information for CAC meetings as additional points
of view to use in their decision-making process. This information was also used in
the preparation of the goals and objectives.

Almost 70 resource group interviews were held throughout the state. Among the
resource groups that were interviewed were state agencies that assist the elderly,
the disabled, the poor, and Native Hawaiians; state and county civil defense
agencies; private organizations that assist the transit dependent, the elderly, the
poor, and the disabled; advocates for non-motorized transportation and
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environmental concerns; representatives of many private economic sectors
(including farmers, fishermen, the visitor industry, shipping and cruise ship
companies, the airlines, private schools, and utilities); the U.S. military; and various
community groups and others. The ability to satisfy Title VI and the Environmental
Justice requirements was also used in the selection of groups to be interviewed. The
Technical Appendix to the HSTP includes meetings minutes for each resource group

interview.

e. Telephone Survey A random home telephone survey was conducted statewide

in early June 2001, reaching 1,115 households and 31 stakeholder representatives
of the elderly and disabled. The survey had two objectives: to provide additional
input for the process of identifying emphasis areas of transportation goals and
objectives for the HSTP and to reach groups that may have been otherwise under-
represented in the outreach effort. The survey was designed to offer insight into the
relative importance of a number of broad issues, goals, and policies as they relate to
transportation locally and statewide. It was structured to reach the general
population both on a statewide and on a county-level. A full report on the telephone
survey, including the survey itself and a detailed discussion of its methods and
findings is included in the Technical Appendix to the HSTP.

In addition, the survey reached certain groups (the elderly and disabled) and several
geographic sub-areas whose views might not be well represented by those of the
general population (Lanai, Molokai, and Puna). Based on input from the public
participation exercises conducted as part of the various planning processes previously
completed on the neighbor islands, it was determined that two key areas may have
been under-represented if the respondents were selected purely on the basis of
population, as these areas have relatively low population levels. These areas are the
two smaller islands of Maui County, Lanai and Molokai, where geography alone could
affect respondents’ priorities, and the Puna Subdivisions of Hawaii County. According
to the 1990 U.S. Census, the populations of Molokai and Puna have relatively high
concentrations of Native Hawaiian (49% and 19%, respectively) and low-income
residents (20% and 24%, respectively), when compared to the state as a whole (13%

Native Hawaiian and 8% low income).
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The telephone survey asked respondents to rank the relative importance of ten
broad policy issues, both on local and statewide levels. Respondents were also
asked to choose the more important issue from certain paired issues and to identify
their priorities in expending funds. The ten broad policy issues covered in the survey
are listed below in declining order of the percentage of respondents who considered
them "very important” planning issues for the local community:

o Safety and security (making sure our entire transportation system is designed
to keep users safe);

¢ Making sure plans for different areas and transportation systems work
together;

¢ Making sure there is enough funding to meet transportation needs;
¢ Helping the quality of life in our communities;
¢ Making sure plans from different agencies work together,

¢ Protecting the environment (for example, controlling air pollution or protecting
endangered species);

¢ Accessibility (getting places quickly and easily);
¢ Mobility (getting where you want to go);
e Supporting the economy; and

¢ Public involvement in the planning process.

In choosing from selected pairs of issues, "safety" was chosen as more important
than "protecting the environment" or "mobility." "Mobility" was seen as less important

than ‘"safety," "supporting the economy," "protecting the environment," and
"financing." Both statewide and all counties except Maui County saw "Supporting
the economy" as more important than "public involvement." “Supporting the
economy” was seen as more important than "mobility" everywhere but not as
important as "helping the quality of life in our communities" or "protecting the
environment." "Ensuring adequate funding" and "protecting the environment" were
seen as more important than "mobility." "Public involvement" was seen as more

important than "statewide planning."
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In response to the series of questions asking respondents where they felt money
should be spent for extra effort, more than 85% of respondents agreed that "safety

and security," "helping the quality of life in our communities," "making sure plans for
different areas and transportation systems work together," and "protecting the

environment" were important enough to merit extra expenditures.

Results from the sample of stakeholders for the elderly and disabled showed that,
with regard to issues in the local community, this group places a higher importance
on mobility, accessibility, quality of life, and making sure plans from different

agencies work together than does the general public.

f. Public_Information Program. The general public was kept informed of the

program and offered a number of ways to participate in the HSTP. The public
information program intended to ensure the widest possible exposure of the program
to the general public. Individuals were given opportunities to request additional
information and to participate more fully in the public outreach program. The public
information and education program that was ongoing throughout the development of
the HSTP is intended to continue after completion of the HSTP as part of HDOT’s
normal operations. The public information program was composed of the following

elements:

e A website
¢ Qutreach presentations

¢ Public meetings

An Internet website (www.state.hi.us/dot/stp/hstp) was established within the site
currently maintained by the Statewide Transportation Planning Office (STPO) of
HDOT and was accessible to anyone with access to a computer and modem
(whether at home, at work, or at a library). Its purpose was to inform viewers about
the HSTP program and to solicit comments and questions from the general public
regarding issues, goals and objectives, and priorities. As part of the public
information program for the HSTP, the website intends to assist in providing the
widest possible exposure of the program to the general public. It was updated to

include progress reports similar to the information provided in the draft HSTP. At the
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conclusion of the HSTP process, it was turned over to the STPO for use as part of its
permanent site.

QOutreach presentations on the HSTP and the activities of HDOT were made at
meetings of various groups. The presentations were made to groups upon request
and were primarily intended to inform the public. However, they were also used to
solicit input regarding transportation-related issues, goals, and objectives and to
identify emphasis areas of goals and objectives. Groups to receive outreach
presentations were suggested by the neighbor island CACs and the OMPO CAC
Subcommittee, including planning districts, neighborhood boards, and special
interest groups.

A series of public meetings for the general public was held on each island toward the
end of the HSTP project. The public meetings served primarily to present the draft
HSTP and to solicit comments. The presentations also included a summary of the
public participation program’s results and the planning process.

E. DEVELOPMENT OF GOALS AND OBJECTIVES

The statement of goals, objectives, strategies, and examples of implementing actions
presented in the HSTP encompass a broad range of interrelated and potentially
conflicting transportation-related issues. The interrelations and potential conflicts
inherent to these statements generated discussions and the need to assess how
each issue would be best addressed. This section describes how the goals,
objectives, strategies, and examples of implementing actions of the HSTP were
developed. It concludes with a discussion of areas of emphasis, both statewide and
in individual counties or communities, that have been identified based on extensive
input solicited from a broad cross-section of the public.

The goals and objectives for the Hawaii Statewide Transportation Plan were
developed in a collaborative manner based on a broad range of input as fully
described in the preceding section of this chapter. Public input was solicited through
a variety of means, including Citizen Advisory Committees (CACs) on Hawaii, Kauai,
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and Maui; the standing CAC of the Oahu Metropolitan Planning Organization
(OMPO); a home telephone survey, resource group interviews with various
stakeholder groups; and outreach presentations. A range of documents was
reviewed for consistency and inclusiveness, including the previous Hawaii STP, the
Oahu Regional Transportation Plan, general plans and land transportation plans for
the neighbor islands, state airport and harbor system plans, and applicable federal
guidelines. In addition, statewide transportation plans prepared by several other

states were also reviewed.

1. ldentification of Issues and Concerns

In the first step of the process, the consultant team used the previously prepared
Interim Statewide Transportation Plan for Hawaii to identify an initial set of goals and
objectives. These were used to provide a very broad starting point to initiate
discussions with the CAC on each island at the first set of meetings. Committee
members were asked to identify issues, concerns, and problems they wanted
addressed by the HSTP. An effort was made to place each of these issues or
concerns into categories that corresponded to the initial goals and objectives. Many
of the “issues and concerns” were actually descriptions of deficiencies in the
transportation system, concepts, and options for potential transportation
improvements. Other concerns were actually commentaries on specific
transportation projects that were under construction, under design, or under
consideration in one of the counties. Each of these concerns was listed under the
appropriate goal and objective to ensure that each would be properly considered in
the future steps of the process.

2. Development of Preliminary Goals and Objectives

The consultant team used this data and worked with the DOT staff to develop a
preliminary set of goals and objectives that were consistent with the issues and
concerns identified by the CACs on each island. This step of the process involved
the expansion of the initial goals and objectives from the Interim Statewide
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Transportation Plan into a much more comprehensive list addressing each issue
identified by the CACs. Other sources of information were also used in this step to
include issues and concerns provided by the \arious resources group members
interviewed by the consultant team. Each of the issues and concerns obtained from
this process was included in the development of these preliminary goals and
objectives.

The preliminary goals and objectives were then discussed with the CAC on each
island to ensure that all issues were included and that each was being addressed in
the proper context. The issues and concerns were listed under each relevant goal
and objective to ensure that the appropriate relationships could be established. The
CAC members provided input that helped refine the goals and objectives as well as
helped identify additional issues and concerns related to the appropriate goals and
objectives.

3. Draft Goals, Objectives, Strategies, and Implementing Actions

In the next step of the process, the consultant team reviewed the input from resource
group members, including previous data and newly acquired data, to further update
and refine the goals and objectives and the list of issues and concerns under each
goal and objective. The consultant team also used data from previously conducted
planning activities, reviewing and comparing goals and objectives to ensure that a
comprehensive list had been prepared for the HSTP. These sources included the
Oahu Regional Transportation Plan, general plans and land transportation plans for
the neighbor islands, state airport and harbor system plans, applicable federal
guidelines, and statewide transportation plans prepared by several other states. This
input was used to refine and modify the preliminary goals and objectives as
appropriate. Notations were made for these adjustments to ensure that the CACs

were made aware of the information sources.
The next step of the process involved the further refinement o the actual wording

used to summarize the goals and objectives. This was a joint iterative effort between
the consultant team and the DOT staff. During this process, the two issues that
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required the most attention were the ability of the goals and objectives to have
statewide application and the potential for conflict between objectives. Refinements
were made to each of the goals and objectives. This ensured that they were
comprehensive enough to address all potential issues and concerns while being
sufficiently specific and direct to serve as an effective tool in the transportation
planning process. It was also necessary to ensure that potential conflicts were
identified and that the necessary refinements were made to eliminate or address how
these potential conflicts were compatible within the context of the goals and
objectives. The final element of this step was listing strategies within each objective
and implementing actions under each strategy. The starting point for this step was
listing the issues, concerns, and specific transportation improvement projects
identified by the CAC members and the resource group members. The list of
strategies and implementing actions was expanded using data from the relevant
documents from county and state transportation agencies, including the three state
divisions, the planning and public works departments of each county, and the transit
agencies of each county.

4. Proposed Goals and Objectives for the HSTP

The draft goals, objectives, strategies, and implementing actions were presented to
and discussed with the CAC members. Input from the CAC included refinements in
the wording, adjustments, and additions to the list of strategies and implementing
actions, and revisions to the groupings used to organize the goals and objectives.
These comments helped to clarify the context in which previous issues and concerns
were introduced, clarify potential conflicts between objectives, and make refinements
to the wording of the proposed goals and objectives. This ensured that the goals
and objectives were necessarily generalized to reflect the perspective of a broad and
inclusive statewide plan rather than an exclusive and specific plan.

A significant source of data used to complete this stage of the process involved the
analysis and use of results from the home telephone survey. The survey questions
were used to provide input for the identification of emphasis areas of transportation
goals and objectives for the HSTP. The survey was designed to offer insight into the
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relative importance of a number of broad policy issues related to transportation
issues from both a local and statewide perspective. The results of the survey
indicate that the respondents felt that safety and protection of the environment were
the two most important issues to be addressed in the HSTP. While providing
significant input into the process, the survey results did not justify major revisions to
the proposed goals and objectives as presented to the CAC.

A final synthesis of the goals and objectives was conducted to ensure that all
sources of input received through the planning process were considered and that no

issues or concerns were neglected in their development.

F. TITLE VI AND ENVIRONMENTAL JUSTICE

There are three fundamental environmental justice principles:

¢ To avoid, minimize, or mitigate disproportionately high and adverse human
health and environmental effects, including social and economic effects, on
minority populations and low -income populations.

¢ To ensure the full and fair participation by all potentially affected communities
in the transportation decision-making process.

¢ To prevent the denial of, reduction in, or significant delay in the receipt of
benefits by minority and low-income populations.

To satisfy Title VI and EJ requirements, a project must illustrate that concem for
environmental justice is integrated into every transportation decision, from the first
thought about a transportation plan to the postconstruction operations and
maintenance. Every effort was made to ensure that a full and fair opportunity was
made available to all members of all communities in the state to participate in the
development of the HSTP. In particular, the public outreach program was designed to
ensure that this was accomplished. For example, the members of the Citizen Advisory
Committees were invited from a broad spectrum of each community on each island in
the state to ensure that all potential groups, interests, and points of view would be
represented on each committee. This included the low-income and minority

population, the elderly, the disabled or otherwise challenged individuals, and special
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interest groups. Also, the statewide home telephone survey identified specific target
areas with high concentrations of low-income residents and Native Hawaiian residents,
two groups that are often under+epresented in many of these activities, to over
represent them in the survey in an attempt to ensure that their views were represented
in the results. Approximately 70 resource group interviews conducted during the
HSTP process were with state agencies and private organizations that represent the
elderly, the disabled, the transit dependent, the poor, and Native Hawaiians. The
public information element of the public outreach program also made every attempt to
ensure that all groups identified above had full access to all information developed

during the HSTP process.
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OUR VISION
TRANSPORTATION IN THE 21°" CENTURY

HAWAII STATE DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

As we move into the 21° Century, we envision a multi-modal transportation system that
encourages the integration of advanced technology and innovation in providing for the safe,
economic, efficient, and convenient movement of people and goods while fostering economic
growth and development throughout the state.

We see... a well-developed multi-modal transportation system in Hawaii.

Our airports and harbors on Oahu, Maui, Hawaii, and Kauai will be developed to insure the
rapid and efficient movement of people and goods to local, national, and international
destinations. All parts of the world will be accessible by a combination of long-range,
subsonic and hypersonic jet aircraft.

Our interstate highway system will be completed. Each of our islands will have a complete
belt ighway around the island. Highways will be four lanes, divided to enhance safety and
landscaped to enhance the islands’ beauty. Grade-separated crossing and interchanges will
replace many old road intersections and traffic bottlenecks.

We see... other forms of transportation. Environmentally friendly, automated rapid transit and
people mover systems will move large numbers of people into and within cities with clocklike
precision. State-ofthe-art electrical systems and innovations will energize these with
improved energy efficiency.

Hi-speed ferries will transport our commuters from their homes to work in comfort and without
the stresses of peak-hour driving. Ferries will provide our visitors with important
transportation links to the airport, the downtown waterfront, and various resort and tourist
destinations.

We see... jobs created closer to homes, and homes clustered around employment centers.
Those living in suburban communities will work in neighborhood telework centers, branch
offices close to their homes, or even their homes. These facilities will be linked to parent
offices with computers, state-ofthe-art telecommunication links, and teleconferencing
facilities. Many residents will be able to live, work, and play in their own communities.
Employee and family life quality will be enhanced as long work commutes are gradually
eliminated.

We see... businesses relocating from the downtown area to suburban communities to meet
labor needs and to reduce office space and parking costs. They will realize reduction in
business travel as they are able to receive more information from government and other
“smart” offices via remote computer terminals. We will also see decreases in public travel as
access to information becomes available at conveniently located state satellite offices.

We see... an exciting evolution as Hawaii moves into the Information Age. We see a
corresponding evolution into “electronic highways” as communication is increasingly
substituted for transportation. The development of Hawaii’'s transportation and
communication systems will enhance it to be globally competitive in the 21 Century.
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MISSION:

HAWAII STATEWIDE TRANSPORTATION PLAN
GOALS AND OBJECTIVES

TO PROVIDE FOR THE SAFE, ECONOMIC, EFFICIENT, AND

CONVENIENT MOVEMENT OF PEOPLE AND GOODS.

MOBILITY AND ACCESSIBILITY

GOAL I:

Objective 1:

Achieve an integrated multi-modal transportation system that
provides mobility and accessibility for people and goods.

To preserve, maintain, and improve the air, land, and water
transportation system infrastructure and programs with regard to each
community's unique characteristics.

A. Improve multi-modal and inter-modal connectivity of the
transportation system.
Examples:
¢ |/mprove mauka-makai connections.
o Consider developing alternate routes where feasible.
s Explore opportunities to acquire and develop private roads
previously used for agricultural purposes.

B. Increase capacity and services to respond to current needs and
anticipated growth.
Examples:
s Expand infrastructure, facilities and services.
Provide new facilities and services.
Optimize operations.
Provide alternative mode choices.
Improve ground access concurrent with airport and harbor
expansion projects, as appropriate.

C. Pursue the maintenance and rehabilitation of the transportation
system.
Examples:

s [dentify existing maintenance deficiencies and resolve or

mitigate.

¢ Monitor and evaluate systems performance.

e Coordinate state and county maintenance and rehabilitation
projects.

e Consider the use of life cycle costs in the project design and
engineering that could result in using more durable materials.
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D.

Ensure provision of essential air, land, and water transportation

operations and facilities.

Examples:

s Maintain essential air service and defense highway system.

o Implement and  maintain  accessible  transportation
requirements as required by the Americans with Disabilities
Act (ADA) of 1990 and other legislation.

Objective 2:  To increase the efficiency of the air, land, and water transportation
systems' operations.

A

B.

C.

Enhance inter-modal connectivity.

Examples:
e Provide for smooth and efficient inter-modal transfers of
passengers and goods.

s Enhance existing or provide new facilities and/or services to
and from modal hubs.

Provide user-friendly guidance and information.

¢ Provide adequate storage and support facilities at airports and
harbors.

s [Establish a continuous inter-regional state highway system
that links state airports, harbors, and their related support
facilities.

s Provide for safe motorized and non-motorized (pedestrian and
bicycle) access to all airport, bus, and ferry terminals.

Employ and encourage strategies to reduce transportation

demand.

Examples:

s Encourage the use of TDM strategies and actions to reduce
single occupancy vehicle travel, including ridesharing and
telecommuting.

s Encourage bicycle and pedestrian travel for trips of short
distances.

Support "smart growth" initiatives in land use planning.

s Provide informational and educational programs.

Coordinate transportation system development with land use.

Enhance performance of transportation systems affecting all
modes
of transportation used by people.
Examples:
¢ Improve signal timing and coordination.
Employ intelligent transportation system (ITS) technologies
and concepts.
s Improve incident management and minimize response times
for incidents and accidents.
e [Ensure cost effectiveness of transportation policies and
strategies in implementing initiatives and actions.
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Objective 3:  To promote alternative air, land, and water transportation mode
choices.
A. Facilitate and encourage a continuous level and variety of public
transit services consistent with statewide and community needs.

Examples:

e Provide safe and continuous routes.

s Provide educational programs.

¢ Expand the coverage of bus services in both service hours
and geographic areas.

B. Provide safe and continuous routes that are accessible by ADA
guidelines.

Examples:

¢ Provide and improve park-and-ride facilities and services.

s [nform and educate the public about the availability and usage
of services.

s Encourage multi-modal accessibility to employment, shopping
and other commerce, medical care, housing, and leisure,
including adequate public transit access for the transportation-
disadvantaged.

o Implement the accessible transportation requirements
established by the Americans with Disabilities Act of 1990 and
other legislation.

C. Facilitate and provide walking and bicycling options that meet
statewide and community needs.

Examples:

e Provide safe and continuous routes.

s Provide educational programs.

s Increase the number of crosswalks and other pedestrian
pathways.

Increase the mileage of bicycle lanes and bicycle routes.
Provide wide shoulders along roads where bicycle lanes are
not feasible or merited.

e Sweep and maintain roadway shoulders and bike/multi-use
paths regularly.

SAFETY AND SECURITY

GOAL II: Ensure the safety and security of the air, land, and water
transportation systems.

Objective 1:  To enhance the safety of the transportation system.

A. Provide safe facilities and infrastructure.
Examples:

Identify and implement physical improvements to reduce
hazards, such as traffic signals, crosswalks, and signage.
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Maintain and repair existing facilities and infrastructure.

e Consider and accommodate the needs of pedestrians and
cyclists.
Implement traffic calming measures.
Identify and improve “safe routes to school” for students who
walk, cycle, or use other non-motorized modes.

¢ Provide up-to-date air traffic control equipment.
Consider relocating roadside utilities underground.

¢ Minimize the use of guardrails that form barriers or hazards to
safe passage by pedestrians or cyclists.

B. Promote the safe use of the transportation system.

Examples:

s Promote age-appropriate education for all users.

e Conduct targeted law enforcement at problem locations.

s Prepare Emergency Response Plans for disasters or
emergencies.

s [dentify operational improvements to reduce hazards and
impacts.

¢ Maintain a current traffic accident record system.
Consider developing a highway safety improvement program.

Objective 2:  To ensure the secure operation and use of the transportation system.

A. Employ various safety and security measures as required.
Examples:
s |mprove air traffic control.
1. Provide up-to-date air traffic control equipment.
2. Consider restricting areas in which helicopter tours
can operate as appropriate.
¢ Provide transport routes for hazardous materials that ensure
the safety of neighboring communities and vehicles (e.g. cars,
cyclists, cruise ships).
o Develop hazardous materials accident and spill management
strategies.
s [dentify, evaluate, and eliminate threats to the transportation
system.

B. Use law enforcement at problem locations.

ENVIRONMENT AND QUALITY OF LIFE

GOAL Ill: Protect and enhance Hawaii’s unique environment and improve
its quality of life.

Objective 1:  To provide an air, land, and water transportation system that is
environmentally compatible and sensitive to cultural, historic, and
natural resources.
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Objective 2:

A. Provide an infrastructure and facilities that are environmentally
friendly, safe, and appropriate to each community's character and
scale.

Examples:

Develop and maintain a built environment that is aesthetically
beautiful and culturally responsible.

Encourage sustainability of natural and human resources and
livability of communities in infrastructure development.
Consider adopting flexible design standards and context-
sensitive design practices.

Consider a reasonable range of design alternatives.

Provide bike and pedestrian facilities.

Ensure access to shoreline and cultural resources.

B. Manage and operate the transportation system in an
environmentally responsible manner.
Examples:

Encourage the use of TDM strategies and actions.

Encourage the use of low-cost, energy efficient, non-polluting
means of transportation.

Develop monitoring programs to ensure compliance with
noise, air, and water quality standards, effectiveness of
mitigations, and improved facilities.

C. Support environmentally responsible programs and activities.
Examples:

Promote ‘Adopt-a-Highway’ program.

Promote rideshare programs.

Promote bicycling and walking.

Support the prevention of unwanted alien species introduction.

To ensure that the statewide air, land and, water transportation
system supports comprehensive land use policies and livability in
urban and rural areas.

A. Provide a transportation system that supports and enhances
quality of life.
Examples:

Provide noise abatement measures.

Comply with air, noise, and water quality standards.
Encourage smart transportation infrastructure development
that is sensitive to Hawaii’s unique environment, its historic
and cultural heritage, its diverse communities, and its
Ahupua’a concept of integrated watershed management.

B. Encourage the use of non-motorized transportation modes.
Examples:

Provide safe and continuous bicycle and pedestrian routes.
Establish programs to protect scenic, historic, and heritage
transportation corridors.
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C. Minimize disruption of existing neighborhoods due to

transportation.

Examples:

e Schedule construction activities to minimize local impacts.

e Schedule construction activities during off-peak hours when
possible to minimize traffic impacts.

s Protect and preserve existing rights-of-way to allow for
potential future roadway expansion.

ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT

GOAL IV:

Objective 1:

Objective 2:

Support Hawaii’s economic vitality.

To provide and operate an air, land, and water transportation system
to accommodate existing and emerging economic developments and
opportunities.

A. Provide a direct, convenient, and physically suitable system for
goods movement to transportation facilities and to commercial and
industrial areas.

Examples:

s Maintain and improve the connectivity and accessibility to/from
transportation hubs, population centers, and the workplace.

s Improve transportation facilities for freight handling and
storage.

s Partner with public and private sectors to ensure cooperation
and coordination for the provision of transportation facilities
and infrastructure.

B. To promote efficient and cost effective operations of the

transportation system.

Examples:

¢ Reduce delay and costs for people and goods movement
through increased system efficiency and multi-modal capacity.

e Coordinate public and private sector investments.

s Promote high technology including inter-island and intra-island
ferry systems.

To develop an air, land, and water transportation system that
complements and preserves Hawaii's unique, natural environment as
an asset for economic and quality of life issues.

A. Make transportation investments that reflect each island’s
character and scale and that foster the residents’ the quality of life.

B. Target transportation investments in coordination with community
involvement.
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C. Consider developing a scenic byways program.

Example:
o Coordinate with appropriate agencies to develop a scenic
byways program.

INTEGRATED STATEWIDE PLANNING, PROGRAMMING, AND DECISION-

MAKING

GOALV:

Objective 1:

Objective 2:

Conduct a statewide planning process that is comprehensive,
cooperative, and continuing.

To improve coordination and cooperation between all branches and
levels of government, the private sector, and the general public.

A Support and conduct the Statewide Transportation Planning

Process.

Examples:

¢ Educate the participants.

¢ Maintain a dynamic and continuously evolving process.

e Use current information technology to support ongoing
planning efforts.

s Improve continuously evolving county/state planning process
for project development.

o Work with partners at the federal and county levels of
government.

. Improve communication between all branches and levels of

government, the private sector, and the general public.

Examples:

s Proactively seek dialogue with stakeholders.

o FEducate the public and decision makers on the planning
process.

. Integrate approved policies, programs, and plans from all

branches and levels of government and maintain consistency with

the "Hawaii Statewide Transportation Plan."

Examples:

o Develop comprehensive long-range transportation plans and
implementation strategies.

o Keep abreast of current and evolving programs and
regulations.

s Address Title VI and environmental justice considerations.

To involve the public and stakeholders to the fullest practicable extent
in the planning and implementation of the transportation system.

A. Develop programs to ensure adequate opportunities for public and

stakeholders’ involvement.
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Objective 3:

Examples:

Conduct timely public outreach meetings to inform, educate,

and/or solicit input.
Employ new technologies for public access and dissemination.

B. Ensure responsiveness to public concerns.
Examples:

Develop and implement procedures to respond to public
concerns.

To develop and maintain a transportation financial structure that
provides adequate and dependable resources for air, land, and water

transportation systems.

A. Optimize the use of all possible financial resources.
Examples:

Seek maximum possible federal contributions.

Seek innovative and non-traditional transportation financing.
Assess user fees for [transportation services and
improvements.

Identify opportunities to create public-private partnerships to
improve the transportation system.

B. Develop an ongoing comprehensive financial program.
Examples:

Continuously monitor revenue flow to optimize fiscal
opportunities and avoid lapsing funds.

Continuously monitor expenditures to maintain cash flow and
ensure sufficient funds.
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lll. STATEWIDE TRANSPORTATION PLANNING PROCESS

The State of Hawaii is responsible for the implementation of the continuing,

comprehensive, inter-modal statewide transportation planning process. This process

incorporates the requirements for both the metropolitan and non-metropolitan areas

of the state to develop the statewide transportation plan and the statewide

transportation improvement program. Among the most important purposes of such a

planning process are the following:

To satisfy federal requirements, as originally established by the Inter-modal
Surface Transportation Efficiency Act of 1991 (ISTEA) and refined by the
Transportation Equity Act for the 21* Century (TEA-21) as the necessary
mechanism for cooperative transportation decision-making throughout the
state.

To coordinate statewide planning with planning activities in metropolitan and
non-metropolitan areas.

To ensure that public involvement can be provided throughout the planning
process.

To assure that fiscal constraint and public involvement are included in the
development of the three-year Statewide Transportation Improvement
Program.

A. FEDERAL REQUIREMENTS

To maintain conformity with the Federal Department of Transportation regulations, the

statewide transportation planning process must satisfy the following federal

requirements:

The Transportation Equity Act of the 21°' Century (TEA-21): TEA-21 was
enacted on June 9, 1998 as Public Law 105-178. It authorizes the federal
surface transportation programs for highways, highway safety, and transit for
the 6-year period of 1998 to 2003. It continues many of the provisions of the
Inter-modal Surface Transportation Efficiency Act (ISTEA), its predecessor.
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e Title VI of the 1964 Civil Rights Act (42 U.S.C. 2000d-1) and related
regulations, the President's Executive Order on Environmental Justice, the
U.S. DOT Order, and the FHWA Order.

The basic elements required in the statewide transportation planning process by the
Acts and Orders listed above are summarized briefly below and in more detail in the
following sections.

o The collection and analysis of data relevant to the development of the
statewide transportation plan;

s The consideration of seven factors identifying the various issues that must be
addressed during the course of the technical planning process;

s The coordination of all planning activities with relevant agencies, organizations,
and individuals associated with the statewide plan;

¢ The use of a process carried out in coordination with the metropolitan planning
process required for Oahu;

e The development of the Statewide Transportation Improvement Program
(STIP) at least every two years, which programs the use of federal and state
transportation funds over a three-year period;

e The development of a statewide transportation plan (STP) that considers a
range of options designed for the movement of goods and people, including all
modes and their inter-connections.

Two issues discussed below in greater detail relate to the planning data requirements
and the seven planning factors. Also discussed below are the Title VI and
Environmental Justice requirements that must be satisfied by the planning process.

1. Data Requirements for Transportation Planning

The existing transportation planning process incorporates a database of
socioeconomic, land use, and demographic forecasts created from a combination of
sources including:

e The State of Hawaii Department of Business and Economic Development
and Tourism (DBEDT),
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e The State of Hawaii Office of Planning (OP),

e The City and County of Honolulu Department of Planning and Permitting
(DPP),

e The City and County of Honolulu Department of Transportation Services
(DTS),

¢ The Oahu Metropolitan Planning Organization (OMPO), and

¢ The Departments of Planning and Public Works for each of the neighbor
island counties.

This data is used to develop travel demand forecasts, which are, in turn, used to
project future travel demand requirements. Forecasts of future travel demand
conditions are used to assess future transportation system needs, to identify and
evaluate potential system improvements, and to prepare a proposed improvement
plan.

Within the State of Hawaii, DBEDT provides statewide and countywide control totals of
forecasts for various categories that describe socioeconomic and demographic
conditions in future years. The transportation planning process requires travel demand
forecasts for a minimum of 20 years and possibly for 25 years into the future. Once
DBEDT prepares statewide forecasts, the Planning Department for each county
develops the allocation within its respective county in accordance with land use and
development policies articulated in the county's general plan and land use ordinances.
The general plan for each county is designed to establish long-range objectives and
policies expressed in terms of population, economic activity, housing, physical
development and urban design, and the transportation system.

The three divisions within the State Department of Transportation, i.e., the Highways
Division, the Airports Division, and the Harbors Division, each use this data to conduct
their planning studies. The Airports and Harbors Divisions use the island-wide data to
develop their forecasts for use in their planning activities. The Highways Division uses
a disaggregated form of the data to develop travel demand forecasts as part of the
land transportation planning process for each island. Each county takes responsibility
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for the disaggregating of the island-wide data developed by the state into a smaller
group of areas or zones for its respective county.

The data described above are primarily used in the development of the long-range
transportation plans for each county, not in the development of the HSTP. However,
the HSTP provides the policy guidelines and statutory requirements within which the

countywide plans are prepared.

2. TEA-21 Planning Factors

The federal Transportation Equity Act of the 21st Century (TEA-21), which mandates
the preparation of the Statewide Transportation Plan (STP) for each state, requires
that the planning process explicitly consider and address seven planning factors in the
development of the document. These factors are as follows:

1. Support the economic vitality of the United States, the states, and metropolitan
areas, especially by establishing global competitiveness, productivity, and
efficiency;

2. Increase the safety and security of the transportation system for motorized and
non-motorized users;

3. Increase the accessibility and mobility options available to people and for
freight;

4. Protect and enhance the environment, promote energy conservation, and
improve quality of life;

5. Enhance the integration and connectivity of the transportation system, across
and between modes throughout the state, for people and freight;

6. Promote efficient system management and operation; and

7. Emphasize the preservation of the existing transportation system.

Table IlI-1 provides a summary table that identifies each of the factors, identifies the
agency responsible for each factor's application, and discusses how each factor would
be integrated into the statewide transportation planning process.
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TABLE Iil-1
INTEGRATION OF PLANNING FACTORS INTO DEVELOPMENT OF HSTP

PLANNING FACTOR

RESPONSIBLE
AGENCY

HOW INTEGRATED INTO
STATEWIDE TRANSPORTATION PLAN

Support economic vitality of U.S., State of
Hawaii and metropolitan area in state.

STPO and
local agencies

Integral part of Hawaii Statewide Transportation
Planning Process

Addressed in Goal IV: Support Hawaii economic vitality.

Objective 1. Provide and operate transportation system to
accommodate economic developments and opportunities.

Objective 2. Develop transportation system that complements

Increase safety and security.

STPO and
local agencies

Integral part of Hawaii Statewide Transportation
Planning Process

Addressed in Goal Il Ensure the safety and security of the air, land
and water transportation systems.
Objective 1: Enhance safety of transportation system.

Objective 2: Ensure secure operation and use of transportation
systems.

Increase accessibility and mobility.

Local agencies

Oahu: Included in ORTP and General Plan
Neighbor Islands:  Included in Long-Range Transportation
Plans and General Plans

Addressed in Goal |1 Achieve an integrated multi-modal
transportation system that provides mobility and accessibility
for people and goods.

Objective 1. Preserve, maintain and improve transportation
system infrastructure and programs with regards to each
community's unique characteristics.

Objective 2: Increase efficiency of transportation systems'
operations.

Objective 3. Promote alternative transportation mode choices.

Protect and enhance environment, energy
conservation, and quality of life

STPO and
local agencies

Planning Process

Addressed in Goal lll: Protect and enhance Hawaii's unique
environment and improve its quality of life.

Objective 1: Provide a transportation system that is environ-
mentally compatible and sensitive to cultural, historic and
natural resources.

Objective 2: Ensure that the statewide transportation system
supports comprehensive land use policies and livability in urban
and rural areas.

Enhance connectivity of transportation
system.

STPO and
local agencies

Integral part of transportation planning process for each

division.

Addressed in Goal I: Achieve an integrated multi-modal transport-
tation system that provides mobility and accessibility for people
and goods.

Objective 2: Increase efficiency of transportation systems'
operations.

Promote transportation system
management.

STPO and
local agencies

Integral part of planning process to develop Hawaii
Statewide Transportation Plan.

Addressed in Goal I: Achieve an integrated multi-modal transpor-
tation system that provides mobility and accessibility for people
and goods.

Objective 3. Promote alternative transportation mode choices.

Preservation of existing transportation
system.

STPO and
local agencies

Integral part of planning process to develop Hawaii
Statewide Transportation Plan.

Addressed in Goal |1 Achieve an integrated multi-modal
transportation system that provides mobility and accessibility
for people and goods.

Objective 1: Preserve, maintain and improve tranmsportation
system infrastructure and programs with regards to each
community's unique characteristics.
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3. Title VI and Environmental Justice Requirements

There are three fundamental environmental justice principles:

¢ To avoid, minimize, or mitigate disproportionately high and adverse human
health and environmental effects, including social and economic effects, on
minority populations and low -income populations.

¢ To ensure the full and fair participation by all potentially affected communities
in the transportation decision-making process.

¢ To prevent denial, reduction, or significant delay in the receipt of benefits by
minority and low-income populations.

To satisfy Title VI and EJ requirements, a project must illustrate that concem for
environmental justice is integrated into every transportation decision, from the first
thought about a transportation plan to the postconstruction operations and
maintenance. The U.S. DOT Order applies to all policies, programs, and other
activities that are undertaken, funded, or approved by the Federal Highway

Administration (FHWA), the Federal Transit Administration (FTA), or other U.S. DOT
components:

Policy Decisions

Systems Planning

Metropolitan and Statewide Planning

Project Development and Environmental Review under NEPA
Preliminary Design

Final Design Engineering

Right-of-Way

Construction

Operations and Maintenance

State DOTs are at the heart of planning, design, construction, and operations and
maintenance projects across all travel modes. They allocate resources from various
federal-aid programs. State DOTs successfully integrate Title M and environmental
justice into their activities when they:
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¢ Develop the technical capability to assess the benefits and adverse effects of
transportation activities among different population groups and use that
capability to develop appropriate procedures, goals, and performance
measures in all aspects of their mission.

e Ensure that State Transportation Improvement Program (STIP) findings of
statewide planning compliance and NEPA activities satisfy the letter and intent
of Title VI requirements and environmental justice principles.

¢ Enhance their public-involvement activities to ensure the meaningful
participation of minority and low-income populations.

¢ Work with federal, state, local, and transit planning partners to create and
enhance inter-modal systems; support projects that can improve the natural
and human environments for low-income and minority communities.

B. HAWAII STATEWIDE TRANSPORTATION PLANNING PROCESS

The Hawaii Statewide Transportation Planning Process consists of a series of
interrelated activities. These activities address the preparation of a specific element in
the state’s overall program of transportation requirements. The process is integrated
into a series of activities, including the statewide policy and land use planning
activities, transportation planning activities, transportation funding activities,
engineering and implementation activities, and management activities used to monitor
and evaluate the performance of the transportation system. These are illustrated in
Figure lll-1. To describe how the transportation planning process functions, the overall
flow of activities that occurs, resulting in the state’s transportation improvements, must
be discussed. The relationship of these activities to the plans and actions that must
be completed as well as the organizational structure used to implement this process
must also be discussed.

1. Flow of Activities Related to the Transportation Planning Process

Figure IlI-2 illustrates the overall flow of activities involved in the transportation
planning process. The flow chart illustrates the relationship between policy and land
use planning activities, the transportation planning activities, and the funding and

management activities. It indicates that the policy and land use activities and the
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Figure lll - 2
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funding and management activities are not only related to but also are part of the
transportation planning process.

a. Policy and Land Use Planning. These include the development of policy and

planning parameters, land use, and general plans. Planning parameters include
demographic and economic trends that tend to have the most significant affect on

travel demands. These trends include:

¢ The magnitude and characteristics of the resident population

¢ The changes in the number and type of jobs that dominate the state’s
economy, especially in the visitor industry

¢ The changes in the military presence in the state

¢ The degree to which technology affects business and the need to travel

The planning parameters are used to update and modify the land use plans of each
community and the counties. These updated land use plans ultimately result in
updates to community plans and general plans for each county.

b. Transportation Planning. These are the activites that are part of the

transportation planning process for the state. They include:

¢ The Hawaii Statewide Transportation Plan (HSTP)

¢ The long-range modal system plans for the statewide airports system and the
statewide harbors system

¢ The long-range countywide land transportation plans for each county

¢ The modal facility plans

¢ The project plans used to implement transportation improvements
To implement the various elements of the master plan documents discussed above, it
is necessary to develop project plans for the specific transportation facilities. These

can range from relatively simple items such as a runway extension at an airport or
street widening on a roadway to complex elements such as a transit system plan.
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c. Funding and Management. The Statewide Transportation Improvement Program

(STIP) is the three-year document prepared every two years by HDOT to program the

use of federal transportation funds for Hawaii.

e The STIP programs the distribution of the funds to relevant jurisdictions
including state and county transportation agencies.

¢ The Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) provides similar guidance for
federal transportation funds for Oahu, and its projects are wholly incorporated
into the STIP.

e The Capital Improvement Program (CIP) is the official funding program that the
State Legislature uses to allocate transportation funds to specific projects.

¢ The Project Development describes the activities associated with the
preparation of actual design and construction documents for the
implementation of a specific facility.

¢ Performance monitoring activities include the ad hoc and permanent programs
directed at the collection of data to monitor, evaluate, and assess the status of
the transportation system for the state.

These activities are used to:

¢ |dentify the funding for the implementation of the transportation improvements
projects.

¢ Create the capital resources to enable the project to be constructed.

¢ Assess the effectiveness of the improvement program.

2. Transportation Planning Activities

The Hawaii Statewide Transportation Planning Process is used to prepare or
implement various activities. The products resulting from the completion of these
activities and their relationship to one another is illustrated in Figure |lI-3. The chart
illustrates the general hierarchy of the various plans and their organizational
relationship to one another. The following provides a description of key products in
the chart.

a. Hawaii Statewide Transportation Plan. The Hawaii Statewide Transportation

Plan (HSTP) is an umbrella document that guides future planning for air, harbor, and
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Figurelll - 3
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land transportation facilities and programs. It is prepared by the Hawaii Department of
Transportation in collaboration with other county and federal agencies. The HSTP is
developed within the context of a fully coordinated process that ensures consideration
of all options, including modes (air, water, and land), in the preparation of the plan. The
HSTP is used to provide the foundation for the preparation of the statewide system
plan for each of the three modal elements. It provides the mechanism to satisfy the
federal requirements for coordination as well as the means of ensuring that all options
and modes are considered.

b. Statewide Modal Plans/Strategies. Statewide master plans are also part of the

overall Hawaii Statewide Transportation Planning Process for each of the modes, i.e.,
air, water, and land transportation. The processes used to develop master plans for
each of the modes of transportation within the comprehensive framework administered
by the HDOT are described below.

o Statewide Airports System Plan

The Airports Division of HDOT is responsible for the statewide airports
program. The specific duties and responsibilities of the Airports Division include
the authority to plan, construct, enlarge, maintain, operate, regulate, and
improve airports as a financially self-sustaining system. The Hawaii Statewide
Airport System is unique in that the State of Hawaii owns and operates all
publicly owned airports in the state. Publicly owned airports in other states are
normally operated by local or regional government agencies.

As such, aviation needs for areas within these states must be addressed as
part of a regional metropolitan airport system plan. These regional plans
become one of a series of independent subsystems of a statewide airport

system plan for the state.

The Hawaii Airports System Strategic Plan will provide guidance for decision-
making on facility development, airport operations, and financial management.
The Statewide Airport System Plan (SASP) and airport master plans should
follow the direction of the Strategic Plan. The Statewide Airport System Plan
for the State of Hawaii is one of a hierarchy of plans spanning the range from
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national airport planning to individual airport master plans. Individual airport
master plans have the most detailed focus in the planning hierarchy while the
SASP provides the framework for the preparation of these master plans. The
SASP addresses the development and maintenance of the system of airports
that satisfies the needs of the State of Hawaii for a twenty (20) year timeframe.
It is an integral element of the Hawaii Statewide Transportation Plan, and its
preparation is coordinated with the long-range plans for the commercial harbor
system and the land transportation system. Its primary purpose is to provide
the basis for definitive and detailed airport planning, including the preparation
of individual airport master plans. The SASP is a strategic plan for the
development and operation of the airports system. It also includes an airport
system capital improvement program.

Statewide Harbors System Plan

The Harbors Division is responsible for the statewide commercial harbor
system. The Harbors Division exercises control and management of
commercial harbors, commercial harbor and waterfront improvements, docks,
ports, wharves, quays, bulkheads, and landings belonging to or controlled by
the State of Hawaii. This control of operations includes the authority to

establish and enforce schedules of fees for use of state facilities.

The Commercial Harbor System Plan is developed at the statewide level
using statewide planning parameters similar to those used by the Airports
Division. Because the vast majority of cargo is brought into and is exported
from the state through the Honolulu Harbor, the Commercial Harbor System
Plan is first used to estimate harbor requirements for the Honolulu Harbor.
Once the Honolulu Harbor requirements are defined, the harbor requirements
for the other commercial harbors are estimated along with the requirements
for Kalaeloa Barbers Point Harbor. Harbor master plans for each of the
individual facilities are based on the requirements identified through this
process.

As part of its continuing planning effort, the Harbors Division is also responsible
for the development of twenty-year master plans for each of the state-owned
and/or operated port facilities. Since the future plans for a specific port facility
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will directly affect the users of the facility and the private businesses that
depend on the shipping services provided by users, the Harbors Division
pursues joint private sector/government efforts by coordinating the planning
process with representatives from facilities users;, the local business
community; and federal, state, and county govemment agencies.

Land Transportation Plan

Unlike the state's airport and harbor systems, which are the responsibility of
HDQOT, the planning, implementation, operation, and maintenance of the state's
land transportation systems are addressed through the concept of home-rule.
Separate processes are used to develop the long-range master plans for the
land transportation systems within the rural and urban portion of the state. The
appropriate process for the state’s urbanized areas is the responsibility of the
Oahu Metropolitan Planning Organizaton (OMPQO). The Countywide
Transportation Planning Process (CTPP), which is used on the neighbor
islands of Hawaii, Maui, and Kauai Counties, is administered by the HDOT in

cooperation with each respective county.

1) Oahu Regional Transportation Plan

The OMPO and its participating agencies are responsible for the preparation of
the Oahu Regional Transportation Plan (ORTP), which serves as a guide for
the development of the major surface transportation facilities and programs to
be implemented on Oahu. The plan intends to identify short-range and long-
range strategies and actions, which will lead to the development of an
integrated inter-modal transportation system facilitating the efficient movement
of people and goods. The ORTP is developed within the context of the
comprehensive, cooperative, and continuing (3C) planning process established
and carried out by the OMPO and its participating agencies. It must be
reviewed and updated at least every five years to:

¢ Validate and ensure consistency with current and forecasted
transportation and land use conditions and trends

¢ Ensure that a 20-year planning horizon is addressed
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2) Countywide Land Transportation Plan
The Countywide Transportation Planning Process (CTPP) is established

through an agreement between the State of Hawaii and the Counties of
Hawaii, Maui, and Kauai to provide a mechanism that satisfies the 3C planning
process requirements. The 3C process requires that the HDOT be an active
participant in the planning activities and provide technical and financial
assistance to counties to facilitate the completion of the planning activities.
The countywide long-range land transportation plan includes the identification
of shortrange and long-range strategies and actions that will lead to an
integrated inter-modal transportation system facilitating the efficient movement
of people and goods. The plan also contains a financial element that identifies
current and potential future sources of revenue that may be available for its

implementation.

c. Modal Facility Master Plan. The statewide system master plan provides the

strategic framework and the system facility inventory for each mode. The planning

process also requires that a facility master plan be prepared for each modal facility in

the system plan.

Statewide Airports System Plan

Facility requirements for each primary airport identified in the Hawaii
Statewide Airport System Plan (SASP) must be prepared. The Master Plan
should detail the specific long-range plans of the individual airports by
incorporating the strategic framework of the SASP with site specific
development issues and alternatives, input from stakeholders, forecasts o
future demand, and an analysis of revenue expansion opportunities.

Harbor Master Plan

The long-range development plans of each commercial harbor included in the
Hawaii Statewide Harbor System Plan have historically been developed with
separate commercial harbor master plans for each facility. Beginning with the
preparation of the Oahu Commercial Harbors 2020 Master Plan, the facility
master plans now address each facility as dependent harbors whose activities
are closely entwined. Because the Honolulu Harbor is the hub of the state’s
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commercial harbor operations, the master plans of Kewalo Basin and Kalaeloa
Barbers Point Harbor have been combined with the planning for the Honolulu
Harbor. In turn, the planning for the harbors on the neighbor islands is
conducted while recognizing their interdependence on each other's operation.

¢ Land Transportation Facility Master Plan

Although the ORTP and the countywide land transportation master plans for
the neighbor islands include a detailed highway plan for each county, it may be
necessary to supplement the plan with a more comprehensive master plan for
other modes. The most common of the other modal master plans are public
transportation and bikeways.

d. Project Plans. The final step in the overall statewide transportation planning

process that leads to the implementation of transportation improvements is the project
development element. This element results in project plans for individual
transportation improvement. It is accomplished by the various divisions, i.e., airports,
harbors or highways, or by the counties. Transportation projects that have been
funded require the completion of preliminary engineering to assess the physical
feasibility of the project and to satisfy local, state, and federal requirements for funding
and environmental processing, preparation of design or construction drawings,
detailed cost estimates, and actual construction.

3. Organizational Structure of Planning Process

Figure llI-4 illustrates the organizational structure established to implement the various
elements of the Hawaii statewide transportation planning process identified in Figure
[ll-1 and described above. The structure has three primary components:

¢ The Department of Transportation and the commissions and committees that
serve as advisors

e The Oahu Metropolitan Planning Process used for the urbanized area of the
state
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Figure lll - 4
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e The Countywide Transportation Planning Process (CTPP) used in the non-
urbanized areas of the state

a. Department of Transportation. The first component of the organizational

structure identifies the Hawaii Department of Transportation as the focal point with
three primary groups serving as advisory boards.

e Commission on Transportation (COT)

The State HRS provides for a Commission on Transportation (COT) to serve in
an advisory capacity to the director. There are eleven members on the
commission, the number of members approximately proportional to the

population of the respective county.

o Statewide Transportation Advisory Committee

The Statewide Transportation Advisory Committee (STAC) is established to
advise the Department of Transportation on transportation policies and
administrative issues by providing local transportation officials a forum for
coordinating discussions on and review of planning, programming, and project

development activities.

The STAC membership shall consist of the directors from the following

transportation agencies:

State of Hawaii

¢ Department of Transportation
¢ Department of Business, Economic Development &Tourism

City and County of Honolulu

¢ Department of Transportation Services
¢ Department Planning and Permitting

County of Hawaii

¢ Planning Department
¢ Department of Public Works
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County of Kauai

¢ Planning Department
¢ Department of Public Works

County of Maui

¢ Planning Department
¢ Department of Public Works and Wastewater Management

Ex-officio members shall consist of;

Metropolitan Planning Organization

e The Executive Director of the Oahu Metropolitan Planning
Organization

Federal Transportation Officials

¢ Federal Highways Administration Representative
¢ Federal Transit Administration Representative
¢ Federal Aviation Administration Representative

¢ Sub-Statewide Transportation Advisory Committee
The Sub-Statewide Technical Advisory Committee (SUbSTAC) is established

to serve as a technical liaison to the respective members on the Statewide

Transportation Advisory Committee by providing technical support and advice
and ensuring technical competence in the statewide transportation planning
process through the meeting of senior transportation officials of state and
county governments who discuss and review planning, programming, and
project development activities.

The SUbSTAC membership shall consist of the senior transportation managers
from the following agencies:

State of Hawaii

¢ Department of Transportation
¢ Department of Business, Economic Development &Tourism
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City and County of Honolulu

¢ Department of Transportation Services
¢ Department Planning and Permitting

Hawaii County

¢ Planning Department
¢ Department of Public Works

Kauai County

¢ Planning Department
¢ Department of Public Works

Maui County

¢ Planning Department
¢ Department of Public Works and Wastewater Management

Ex-officio members shall consist of;

Metropolitan Planning Organization

e The Executive Director of the Oahu Metropolitan
Organization

Federal Transportation Officials

¢ Federal Highways Administration Representative
¢ Federal Transit Administration Representative
¢ Federal Aviation Administration Representative

Planning

There are also two in-house planning committees created to advise the director of the

Department of Transportation on a variety of statewide issues related to the planning

of transportation services in the state. They include:

e Rural Transportation Technical Advisory Committee

Membership on this advisory committee includes representatives of the state

department of transportation and the transit officials from the neighbor island

counties. This committee exists primarily to provide guidance to the STAC on

issues associated with the transit systems on the neighbor islands.
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e DOT Planning Committee

The HDOT Planning Committee was formed to serve as an in-house advisory
group to the HDOT director. Its members include the planning representatives
of the Airports, Harbors Division, and Highways Division. The committee
advises the director on all planning issues that are the responsibility of HDOT.
These include issues associated with the airports system, the harbors system,
and the state highways system.

b. Oahu Metropolitan Planning Organization (OMPO). The OMPO is an advisory

organization responsible for coordinating transportation planning on Oahu. OMPO

and its participating agencies are responsible for the preparation of the Oahu Regional
Transportation Plan (ORTP), which serves as a guide for the development of the major
surface transportation facilities and programs to be implemented on Oahu. The plan
intends to identify short-range and long-range (20 to 25 years into the future)
strategies and actions that will lead to the development of an integrated inter-modal
transportation system. This system will facilitate the efficient movement of people and
goods. The ORTP is developed within the context of the comprehensive, cooperative
and continuing (3C) planning process established and carried out by the OMPO and
its participating agencies. It must be reviewed and updated at least every five years to
confirm its validity and consistency with current and forecasted transportation and land
use conditions and trends.

Although OMPO functions as the lead agency, the development of the ORTP is a
cooperative planning effort that includes the significant involvement of agencies from
the State of Hawaii and the City and County of Honolulu. These agencies include:

State of Hawaii

¢ Department of Transportation (DOT)
¢ Department of Business, Economic Development &Tourism (DBEDT)

Oahu and City and County of Honolulu

¢ Department of Transportation Services (DTS)
¢ Department Planning and Permitting (DPP)
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The organizational structure of the OMPO consists of three committees that establish

policies, advise, and guide the development of the technical products prepared by the
OMPO and its staff.

Policy Committee (PC)

The PC determines the direction of the OMPO effort, considers and approves
transportation planning issues, and makes final approval for OMPO matters. It
is comprised of 13 members. Five members are from the Honolulu City
Council, including the chair of the Council Transportation Committee; three
members are state senators, including the chair of the Senate Transportation
Committee; three members are state representatives, including the chair of the
House Transportation Committee; one member is the director of the state
DOT; and one member is the director of the city DTS.

Technical Advisory Committee (TAC)

The TAC provides technical input to OMPQO’s planning process, acts as the
technical liaison between the Policy Committee and the OMPQO Executive
director, provides advice to the Policy Committee and the OMPO Executive
director on technical matters, and ensures the technical competence of the
planning process. The TAC consists of two staff representatives each from the
city planning and transportation departments, two staff representatives from the
state DOT, two staff representatives from the state DBEDT of which one staff
member is from the Office of Planning (OP), one staff representative each from
the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA), Federal Transit Administration
(FTA), and Federal Aviation Administration, the managing director of the
Hawaii Transportation Association, and a faculty member of the University of
Hawaii (with background in transportation or city planning).

Citizen Advisory Committee (CAC)

The CAC is a volunteer group of non-governmental organizations interested in

transportation planning on QOahu. It provides input to advise the Policy
Committee and the OMPQO Executive Director on public concerns and needs

relating to transportation planning issues. The CAC is also a source of
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valuable public input for OMPO-generated plans and programs. Additionally,
the CAC reviews and develops recommendations to improve the OMPO public
involvement program. The membership includes community organizations,
professional associations, neighborhood boards, special interest groups, and
transportation providers. Organizations seeking membership need to have
their representatives attend at least four meetings of the CAC within a twelve-
month period and submit, to the OMPO Policy Committee Chair, a written
request for appointment to the CAC. The CAC currently consists of 49
member organizations.

o Executive Director and Staff

The Executive Director and staff are responsible for all matters of
administration, implementation of policy, project direction, and coordination as
directed by the Policy Committee.

c. Countywide Transportation Planning Process. The Countywide Transportation

Planning Process (CTPP) was established through an agreement between the State of
Hawaii and the Counties of Hawaii, Maui, and Kauai to provide a mechanism that
results in the fulfilment of the 3C process, i.e., Cooperative, Comprehensive, and
Continuing, within each county. This process requires the State of Hawaii Department
of Transportation to be an active participant in the development of these plans and
provide technical and financial assistance to counties to facilitate the completion of the
planning process. Although the primary impetus for the development of this
organizational structure was the preparation of the Long-Range Countywide Land
Transportation Plan for the Counties of Hawaii, Maui, and Kauai, this same
organizational structure is used in the completion of all of the transportation activities

identified in Figure 1lI-2.

o Participating Agencies

The CTPP process is designed to function as a fully cooperative activity that
requires the participation of the State of Hawaii Department of Transportation,
the County Department of Public Works, and the County Department of

Planning for each county.
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¢ Organizational Structure

The process includes an organizational structure with two committees that

result in efficiency and equity.

1) Policy Committee

Composed of the directors of the three participating agencies, i.e. the State
Department of Transportation, the County Department of Public Works, and
the County Department of Planning.

2) Technical Advisory Committee (TAC)

Composed of senior staff of each agency.

The process also provides for the appointment of Citizen Advisory Committees for
specific planning activities. These are not standing committees and are not reflected
in the organizational structure, but they are an integral element of the planning process
as described below.

C. PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT

TEA-21 provides specific guidelines for the public involvement program that has been
included in the Hawaii statewide transportation planning process, thus satisfying
federal requirements. The Public Involvement Policy for the State of Hawaii
Department of Transportation is summarized in Appendix G. Appendix H provides a
detailed description of the Public Involvement Procedures that are recommended for
use in the implementation of these policies. The public involvement program used in
the Hawaii statewide transportation planning process was designed to adhere to the
following statement:

"The public involvement processes are open and proactive providing complete
information, timely public notice, full public access to key decisions, and
opportunities for early and continuing involvement by its residents.”
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1. Public Involvement Methods and Activities

The objectives are accomplished through the incorporation of the following activities:

¢ Providing early and continuing public involvement opportunities throughout the
transportation planning and programming process;

¢ Distributing timely information about transportation issues and processes to the
public, affected public agencies, representatives of transportation agencies,
private providers of transportation, freight shippers, users of public
transportation, and other interested parties and segments of the community
affected by transportation plan, programs, and projects;

¢ Providing reasonable public access to technical and policy information used in
the development of plans;

e Giving adequate public notice of public involvement activities and giving
adequate time for public review and comment at key decisions points,
including, but not limited to, action on the plan;

¢ (Giving explicit considerations and responses to public input during the planning
and program development process, including responses to input received from
persons with disabilities, minorities, the elderly, and low-income residents;

e Seeking out and considering the needs of those who are traditionally under-
served by existing transportation systems, including, but not limited to low-
income and minority populations that may face challenges accessing
employment and other amenities; and

¢ Reviewing periodically the effectiveness of the public involvement process to
ensure that the process provides full and open access to all and envisions any
necessary modifications, with specific attention to the efforts to engage
persons with disabilities, minority individuals, the elderly, and low-income
residents.

The planning process must ensure that public involvement activities conducted on
Oahu, the lone metropolitan area in the state, are carried out in response to the
requirements as established by OMPO and in compliance with the objectives identified
above.

The public involvement program must also ensure that the following objectives are
satisfied during the initial development and when major revisions are made to plan
documents and programs.
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The public, affected public agencies and jurisdictions, representatives of
transportation agencies, private and public providers of transportation, users of
transit services, freight shippers, and other interested parties must be provided
with a reasonable opportunity to comment on the plan. To accomplish this, the
plan must be published, with reasonable notification of its availability, or
otherwise made available for pubic review and comment.

The public, affected public agencies and jurisdictions, representatives of
transportation agencies, private and public providers of transportation, users of
transit services, freight shippers, and other interested parties must be provided
with a reasonable amount of time to review and comment on the plans and
programs.

The process must provide an appropriate procedure for public involvement
throughout the planning process, ensuring that the procedures are published
and available for public review.

2. Elements of the Transportation Planning Process

Figure IlI-5 provides a graphic illustration of the generic flow of activities needed to

satisfy the requirements of the Hawaii transportation planning process. The chart
identifies the various activities that must be completed, the inter-relationship of these

activities, and the sequence in which they must be conducted. The flow of activities

illustrates the general relationship of the technical activities, provides for coordination

between agencies to obtain citizen input, and provides data required to implement the

approval process.

Technical activities include the following elements:

1.

Preparation of Planning Document

These are the activities associated with the actual preparation of the planning
documents. These include the identification of data collection and analysis, the
identification of deficiencies, the development and evaluation of alternatives,
the selection of recommended courses of action, and the preparation of the
plan.
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Figurelll - 5
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2. Approval of Master Plan

The approval process of the plan document depends upon the nature of the
plan itself, the process for the Statewide Airport System Plan is conducted at a
statewide level while the process for a countywide master plan of highways
would be limited to the relevant county.

Coordination of activities include the following:

1.

Coordination with Planning Process

It is important that all planning activities asociated with the transportation
system be brought to the attention of the appropriate agencies and
organizations within the overall transportation planning process. The specific
points of coordination and points of contact vary depending on the product that
is being prepared.

Citizen Input

The most essential element of the process is to ensure that an appropriate
level of public outreach is implemented at each step. It may be necessary to
prepare a specific outreach program as part of the process for the preparation
of each planning document.

Approval activities involve the following:

1.

Decision makers

This category includes both the legislative branch office holders, i.e., county
council members and state legislators, and the executive branch, i.e., mayors
and governor.

Transportation Managers

These are the appointed cabinet members who serve as directors of the
departments and are responsible for the transportation services, facilities,
and programs. They include the director of HDOT, the directors of the
Department of Transportation Services and Department of Planning and
Permitting for the City and County of Honolulu, and the directors of
Departments of Public Works and Planning for each neighbor island.

Transportation Technical Staff

These are the members of the technical staffs for each department responsible
for the planning, administration, and implementation of transportation systems.
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The Hawaii Statewide Transportation Planning Process does not expect that a rigid
flow of activities be established but rather requires that each critical element be
included in the process. The coordination and decision-making activities must be an
integral part of the process during the completion of the technical activities and must
occur at appropriate times during the process. For example, limiting the coordination
with decision makers and/or conducting public outreach at the conclusion of the
process are not sufficient. These must be included in each step of the process to
satisfy the requirements of the transportation planning process.

D. FEDERAL PLANNING REQUIREMENTS

Recent federal legislation, including TEA-21, its predecessor ISTEA, and the Clean Air
Act amendments, have numerous provisions that have changed how transportation
policies, plans, and programs are developed and implemented by state and local
agencies. With the passage of ISTEA and the subsequent passage of TEA-21,
transportation planning and programming took dramatic, visionary steps forward.
TEA-21 introduced many new mandates, yet strengthened previous requirements for
planning and programming transportation improvements.

1. Basic Requirements

TEA-21 places new emphasis on transportation planning activities at both the state
and local levels. Planning activities carried out by the state are to be conducted in
consultation and in cooperation with the rural areas of the state with the counties and
the urbanized areas through the metropolitan planning organization. The statewide
transportation planning processes must be conducted within the guidelines of these
basic minimum requirements:

1. Data collection and analysis;
2. Consideration of the seven planning factors as described below;

3. Coordination with activities as described below;
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4. Development of a statewide transportation plan for all areas of the state that
considers a range of options directed at satisfying the needs of all modes and
their connections;

5. Development of a statewide transportation improvement program (STIP) for all
areas of the state; and

6. Implementation of a process to ensure that no person on ground of race, color,
sex, national origin, age, or physical handicap is excluded from participation in,
denied benefits of, or subject to discrimination under any program or activity
receiving federal assistance from the U.S. Department of Transportation.

2. Planning Factors

Federal regulations as promulgated in TEA-21 indicate that the statewide
transportation planning process for each state must provide for consideration of
projects and strategies that will:

1. Support the economic vitality of the United States, the states, and metropolitan
areas, especially by enabling global competitiveness, productivity, and
efficiency;

2. Increase the safety and security of the transportation system for motorized and
non-motorized users;

3. Increase the accessibility and mobility options available to people and for
freight;

4. Protect and enhance the environment, promote energy conservation, and
improve quality of life;

5. Enhance the integration and connectivity of the transportation system, across
and between modes throughout the state, for people and freight;

6. Promote efficient system management and operation; and

7. Emphasize the preservation of the existing transportation system.

The following provides a discussion of the potential application of the TEA-21 planning
factors into the development of the Hawaii Statewide Transportation Plan.

a. Economic Vitality. The long-range considerations relative to this factor, i.e.,

supporting the economic vitality of the metropolitan area, include developing and
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enhancing inter-modal facilities, increasing access to airport and harbor facilities, and
engaging in public/private partnerships that increase efficiency and productivity of the
economy. Other long-range considerations relative to this factor include implementing
transportation decisions that are consistent with land use policies, considering
transportation improvements that are directly related to economic development
programs, and creating programs that result in conservation in energy consumption.
These policies must all be an integral element of the process. Consideration of these
policies into the long-range transportation planning activities can be accomplished by
incorporating project selection criteria that are consistent with these objectives.
Potential criteria in this category include issues that promote community integration,
measures that promote long-term meaningful employment opportunities, means of
measuring increases in accessibility, measures to improve modal connectivity, and

assurance that impacts on the infrastructure of the community are minimized.

b. Safety and Security. The ability of the HSTP to satisfy this factor requires the

consideration of long-range issues such as community access, transit usage, social
equity, and upgrades to systems to accommodate safety and security issues. To
ensure that these factors are included in the development of the plan, the project
selection should include criteria that benefits across modes, recognizes community
integration and impacts on communities, and uses human safety as a means of
measuring project effectiveness.

c. Accessibility and Mobility. Multi-modal considerations, transit accessibility, and

level of service provided by public transportation are the key long-range considerations
required to address this planning factor. Project selection criteria should include
prevention of bottlenecks, prevention of segmentation in project continuity, inter-modal

connectivity, and community-based economic development.

d. Protect Environment and Conserve Energy. Long-range considerations

required to ensure that this planning factor is adequately addressed include air and
water quality issues; energy consumption in the development of the plan; livability of
communities, including social cohesion, physical connections, urban design, and the
potential for growth and growth inducement. The identification of transportation
projects to be included in plans should address issues related to environmental
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impacts, emissions reduction, and preservation and conservation of valuable
resources.

e. Connectivity of System Inter-modal transfer facilities, airport and harbor access

roads, container policies, and freight policies/needs are the long-range considerations
most relevant to this planning factor. Inter-modal connectivity, accessibility for people
and freight, congestion relief and improved safety are the project selection criteria that
would be most relevant to the process.

f. System Management. The long-range considerations most appropriate for this

planning factor are life cycle costs, development of inter-modal congestion strategies,
and deferral of capacity increases in lieu of measures to better manage existing
facilities. Project selection criteria that would best serve this factor include the
effectiveness of improving the existing system, congestion impacts, community and
natural impacts, and maintenance of existing facilities.

g. Preserve Existing System The long-range considerations that would most serve

this factor are maintenance priorities in the preparation of transportation budgets,
travel demand reduction strategies, growth assumptions that are less aggressive and
more in line with community expectations, and alternative modes in the development
of long-range plans. Project selection criteria that enhance this factor include
maintenance versus new capacity considerations, reallocation of funds among modes,
and consideration of altematives that reflect planning strategies consistent with
preservation as the primary goal.
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3C
ADA
AIR-21
CAC
CBO
CFR
CIP
COoT
CTPP
DBEDT
DOT
DPP
DTS
EJ
FAA
FHWA
FTA
FY
HDOT
HIA
HRS
HSTP

GLOSSARY OF ACRONYMS
FOR THE
HAWAII STATE TRANSPORTATION PLAN

Comprehensive, Cooperative and Continuing
Americans with Disabilities Act
Aviation Investment and Reform Act for the 21%' Century
Citizen Advisory Committees
Congressional Budget Office
Code of Federal Regulations
Capital Improvement Program
Commission on Transportation
Countywide Transportation Planning Process
Department of Business, Economic Development and Tourism
Department of Transportation
Department of Planning and Permitting
Department of Transportation Services
Environmental Justice
Federal Aviation Administration
Federal Highway Administration
Federal Transit Administration
Fiscal Year
Hawaii Department of Transportation
Honolulu Intemational Airport
Hawaii Revised Statutes

Hawaii Statewide Transportation Plan
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HTF
ISTEA
ITS
MPO
NEPA
NPIAS
0&M
OMB
OMPO
ORTP
OsP
PC
PD
PW
SASP
SHSP
STAC
STIP
STP
STPO
TAC
TCC
TDM
TEA-21
TIP
uscC

Highway Trust Fund

Intermodal Surface Transportation Efficiency Act
Intelligent Transportation System

Metropolitan Planning Organization

National Environmental Policy Act

National Plan of Integrated Airport Systems
Operating and Maintenance

Office of Management and Budget

Oahu Metropolitan Planning Organization
Oahu Regional Transportation Plan

Office of State Planning

Policy Committee

Planning Department

Public Works Department

Statewide Airport System Plan

Statewide Harbor System Plan

Statewide Transportation Advisory Committee
Statewide Transportation Improvement Program
Statewide Transportation Plan

Statewide Transportation Planning Office
Technical Advisory Committee

Technical Coordination Committee
Transportation Demand Management
Transportation Equity Act for the 21 Century
Transportation Improvement Program

United States Code
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Kauai CAC Members

Mr. Dennis Alkire
Housing Agency
County of Kauai

4193 Hardy Street
Lihue, Kauai, HI 96766

Ms. Beryl Blaich

Sierra Club

P.O. Box 1434

Kilauea, Kauai, HI 96754

Mr. Roger Cable
Senter Petroleum Inc.
3011 Aukele Street
Lihue, Kauai, Hl 96766

Ms. Linda Collins

Kikiaola Land Company
P.O. Box 367

Waimea, Kauai, Hl 96796

Ms. Mamo P. Cummings, President
Kauai Chamber of Commerce

P.O. Box 1969

Lihue, Kauai, HI 96766

Mr. Wayne Ellis

Hale Kauai, Ltd.

P.O. Box 1749

Lihue, Kauai, HI 96766

Mr. Phil Fudge

Kapaa Business Association
P.O. Box 1480
Kapaa, Kauai, HI 96746

Mr. Michael H. Furukawa
Grove Farm Company, Inc.
P.O. Box 662069

Lihue, Kauai, HI 96766-7069

Mr. Danny Hamada
Department of Education
3060 Eiwa Street

Lihue, Kauai, HI 96766

Mr. Jeff Hashimoto
Police Department
County of Kauai

3060 Umi Street

Lihue, Kauai, HI 96766

Ms. Laurie Ho

Garden Isle Resource Conservation &
Development, Inc.

3083 Akahi Street, Suite 204

Lihue, Kauai, HI 96766

Mr. John Isobe

Office of Continuing Education and Training
Kauai Community College

3-1901 Kaumualii Highway

Lihue, Kauai, HI 96766

Mr. Richard Iwamoto
Retired (PMRF Engineer)
P.O. Box 923

Kalaheo, Kauai, HI 96741

Mr. Patrick Kaihara

K. Shioi Construction
4023 Halau Street
Lihue, Kauai, HI 96766

Mr. Clyde Kodani

Kauai Society of Professional Engineers
3145 Akahi Street

Lihue, Kauai, HI 96766

Lt. Stanton Koizumi
Police Department
County of Kauai

3060 Umi Street

Lihue, Kauai, Hl 96766

Ms. Ann Leighton

Kauai Chamber of Commerce
P.O. Box 1969

Lihue, Kauai, Hl 96766

Mr. Michael Loo

Princeville Corporation

P.O. Box 3040

Princeville, Kauai, HI 96722

Mr. Ed Matsukawa
Kauai Island Tours
P.O. Box 1645

Lihue, Kauai, HI 96766

Mr. Robert C. Measel, Sr.
ADA

3-3400 Kuhio Highway, B-212
Lihue, Kauai, Hl 96766
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Mr. Owen Moe

Garden Island RC&D
8659 Kiowea Road
Kekaha, Kauai, HI 96752

Mr. Bruce Morehead
Budget Rent-A-Car
P.O. Box 1292

Lihue, Kauai, HI 96766

Mr. Mark Nellis, President
West Kauai Main Street
9691 Kaumualii Highway
P.O. Box 903

Waimea, Kauai, HI 96796

Mr. Lelan Nishek

Kauai Nursery & Landscaping
3-1550 Kaumualii Highway
Lihue, Kauai, HI 96766

Mr. Roy Nishida

Governor’s Office

3060 Eiwa Street, Room 106
Lihue, Kauai, Hl 96766-1888

Ms. Margy Parker

Poipu Beach Resort Association
P.O. Box 730

Koloa, Kauai, Hl 96756

Ms. Christina Pilkington
ADA Coordinator

County of Kauai

4444 Rice Street, Suite 235
Lihue, Kauai, HI 96766

Mr. Ken Rainforth
County Housing Agency
4193 Hardy Street
Lihue, Kauai, HI 96766

Ms. Barbara Robeson
P.O. Box 369
Hanalei, Kauai, HI 96714

Mr. Myles Shibata

Kawailoa Development Company
P.O. Box 369

Koloa, Kauai, Hl 96756

Mr. Tom Shigemoto

A & B Properties

P.O. Box 430

Koloa, Kauai, Hl 96756

Mr. Stephen Smith
P.O. Box 351
Lawai, Kauai, HI 96765-0351

Mr. Robert R. Steputis

Qutdoor Circle — Kauai Branch
3-3400 Kuhio Highway, #B-205
Lihue, Kauai, Hl 96766

Ms. Naomi Sugihara

Office of Elderly Affairs
4444 Rice Street, Suite 105
Lihue, Kauai, Hl 96766

Mr. Curtis Tom

Vice President

Bank of Hawaii - Kauai District
4455 Rice Street

Lihue, Kauai, Hl 96766

Mr. David Walker

West Kauai Business Professionals
P.O. Box 413

Waimea, Kauai, HI 96796
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Maui CAC Members

Ms. Carol Ameral

West Maui Taxpayers Association
P.O. Box 10415

Lahaina, Maui, HI 96761

Mr. Henry Ariyoshi

West Maui Highway Action Committee
1594 Aa Street

Lahaina, Maui, HI 96761

Mr. Perry Artates

HI Operating Engineers, Ind. Stability Fund
350 Hoohana Street, #C-5

Kahului, Maui, HI 96732

Mr. Robert Cartwright

Whalers Realty, Inc.

2435 Kaanapali Parkway, Suite A-3
Lahaina, Maui, HI 96761

Ms. Becky Collins
Pacific Rim Land, Inc.
P.O. Box 220

Kihei, Maui, HI 96753

Mr. Kelvin Dang
Executive Coordinator
Safe Communities of Maui
P.O. Box 2101

Kahului, Maui, HI 96733

Mr. Jim Dankworth
Hawaii Experience Co.
824 Front Street
Lahaina, Maui, HI 96761

Mr. Richard Decoite
Decoite Trucking

P.O. Box 880509
Pukalani, Maui, Hl 96788

Mr. Ron DeMello

West Maui Highway Action Committee
1273 Nahale PI.

Lahaina, Maui, HI 96761

Ms. Madelyn D’Enbeau, Chair
Makawao Main Street Association
1061 Kokomo Road

Haiku, HI 96708

Mr. Jerry Edlao
1797 Wili Pa Loop, Suite 3
Wailuku, Maui, HI 96793

Ms. Tamara Edwards, President
Real Estate Division
Amfac/JMB Hawaii, LLC

700 Bishop Street, Suite 501
Honolulu, HI 96813

Mr. Bernard “Barney” Eiting, Chairman
Planning and Development Committee
Kihei Community Association

P.O. Box 2311

Kihei, Maui, HI 96753

Ms. Karen Frampton
Olowalu-Elua Associates

173 Hoohana Street, Suite 201
Kahului, Maui, HI 96732

Ms. Barbara Haliniak, Chair
Molokai Planning Commission
c/o Department of Planning
250 South High Street
Wailuku, Maui, HI 96793

Mr. Jeff Halpin

Classic Resorts, Inc.

180 Dickenson St., Suite 201
Lahaina, Maui, Hl 96761

Mr. Mickey S. Hewitt
Goodfellow Brothers, Inc.
500 Welakohao Street
Kihei, Maui, HI 96753

Mr. Bob Horcajo

Olowalu-Elua Associates

173 Hoohana Street, Suite 201
Kahului, Maui, HI 96732

Mr. Ezekiela Kalua

West Maui Taxpayers Association
P.O. Box 10338

Lahaina, Maui, Hl 96761

Mr. James Kauhi

Maui District Office
Department of Education
54 High Street, Fourth Floor
Wailuku, Maui, HI 96793
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Mr. Howard S. Kihune, Sr.

Land Tech, Inc./\WWest Maui Highway Action
Committee

2530 Kekaa Dr., Suite B-6

Lahaina, Maui, HI 96761

Ms. Kyoko Kimura
General Manager
Diamond Resort Hawaii
555 Kaukahi Street
Wailea, Maui, HI 96753

Mr. Robert N. Kimura

Wailuku Main Street Association/
Tri-Isle Main Street Resource Center

1942 Main Street, Suite 103

Wailuku, Maui, HI 96793

Mr. William B. Kleefisch
Administrator

Maui Memorial Medical Center
221 Mahalani Street

Wailuku, Maui, HI 96793

Mr. Elliot Krash, President
Kula Community Association
P.O. 417

Kula, Maui, HI 96790

Mr. Tommy Lau Hee
IBEW 1186

291 Hookahi Street
Wailuku, Maui, HI 96793

Mr. Martin Lenny

Paia Main Street Association
c/o Mama's Fish House

799 Poho Place

Paia, Maui, HI 96779

Mr. Thomas Low, Owner

Blue Hawaii Vacations, Inc.
1993 S. Kihei Road, Suite 205
Kihei, Maui, HI 96753

Mr. Peter Martin

Launiupoko Associates

173 Hoohana Street, Suite 201
Kahului, Maui, HI 96732

Mr. Robert McNatt
Kapalua Land Co.

1000 Kapalua Drive
Lahaina, Maui, HI 96761

Mr. Don Medeiros
Managing Director

Maui Economic Opportunity
99 Mahalani Street
Wailuku, Maui, HI 96793

Mr. Bill Overton, Manager
Wailea Community Association
555 Kaukahi Street, Suite 214
Wailea, Maui, HI 96753

Mr. Robert Parsons, President
Haiku Community Association
579-A Kawelo Road

Haiku, Maui, HI 96708

Mr. Ke'ala Pasco

Maui Hotel Association
1727 Wili Pa Loop, Suite B
Wailuku, Maui, HI 96793

Ms. Jocelyn A. Perreira

Wailuku Main Street Association/
Tri-Isle Main Street Resource Center

1942 Main Street, Suite 103

Wailuku, Maui, HI 96793

Sgt. Victor Ramos

Traffic Division

Police Department
County of Maui

55 Mahalani Street
Wailuku, Maui, HI 96793

Mr. Jim Riley

Kauaula Land LLC

173 Hoohana Street, Suite 201
Kahului, Maui, HI 96732

Mr. George Rixey

Kihei Community Association
1178 Uluniu Road

Kihei, Maui, HI 96753

Ms. Yuki Lei Sugimura

Office of Economic Development
Revitalization of Wailuku Town
County of Maui

200 South High Street

Wailuku, Maui, HI 96793

Mr. Steven Suyat

Service Representative

Hawaii Carpenters Union, Local 745
330 Hookahi Street

Wailuku, Maui, HI 96793
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Mr. Warren Suzuki

Maui Land & Pineapple Company
P.O. Box 187

Kahului, Maui, HI 96733

Mr. Philip Swatek

Makawao Main Street Association
P.O. Box 594

Makawao, Maui, HI 96768

Mr. Jack Thompson

Sprecklesville Community Association
204 Kealakai Place

Paia, HI 96779

Mr. Lanny Tihada

Kaanapali Security

2530 Kekaa Drive, Suite B-8
Lahaina, Maui, HI 96761

Ms. Terryl Vencl

Executive Director

Maui Hotel Association
1727 Wili Pa Loop, Suite B
Wailuku, Maui, HI 96793

Mr. David Ward

Makila Land Company LLC
P.O. Box 220

Kihei, Maui, HI 96753

Ms. Lynne Woods, President
Maui Chamber of Commerce
250 Alamaha Street, Unit N-16A
Kahului, Maui, HI 96732

Mr. Jim Wriston

Amfac Land Company, Ltd.
2530 Kekaa Drive
Lahaina, Maui, HI 96761

Mr. Don Young
President & CEO
Kapalua Land Co., Lid.
1000 Kapalua Drive
Kapalua, Maui, HI 96761

Ms. Diane Zachary

Project Impact Coordinator
Maui Pacific Center

590 Lipoa Parkway, Suite 202
Kihei, Maui, HI 96753

LANAI

Mr. Reynold Butch Gima
Lanai Counseling Services
P.O. Box 630400

Lanai City, Lanai, Hl 96763

Mr. Goro Hokama
P.O. Box 631258
Lanai City, Lanai, Hl 96763

Mr. Roland Kaopuiki

c/o Hawaiian Airlines

P.O. Box 630755

Lanai City, Lanai, Hl 96763

Mr. Ron McOmber

Lanaiians for Sensible Growth
P.O. Box 646

Lanai City, Lanai, Hl 96763
Mr. Ed Oyama

Maui Electric Company

P.O. Box 630608

Lanai City, Lanai, Hl 96763

MOLOKAI

Mr. Tom DeCourcy

Holden's Foundation Seed, Inc.
P.O. Box 803

Kaunakakai, Molokai, Hl 96748
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East Hawaii CAC Members

Mr. Ron Amundson
Disability Rights Hawaii
441 Haili Street

Hilo, HI 96720

Mr. Randy Apele
Police Department
County of Hawaii
349 Kapiolani Street
Hilo, HI 96720

Ms. Ginny Aste

Puna Community Council
13-631 Leilani Avenue
Pahoa, Hawaii 96778

Mr. Al Castro

Governor's Administrative Assistant
75 Aupuni Street, Suite 103

Hilo, HI 96720

Mr. Newton Chu, President

Hawaii Island Chamber of Commerce

c/o Torkildson Katz Fonseca Jafe, Moore &
Hetherington

100 Pauahi Street, Suite 206

Hilo, HI 96720

Mr. Thomas B. Crabb

Hawaii Forrest Industry Association
P.O. Box 10216

Hilo, HI 96721

Mr. Roger Evans
HCR 2 Box 6469
Keaau, HI 96749

Ms. Jocelyn Freid
Volunteer - PATH
P.O. Box 1035
Kurtistown, HI 96760

Ms. Colleen Fuhrmann
HWC

P.O. Box 336
Volcano, HI 96785

Mr. Byron Fujimoto
Jas. W. Glover, Ltd.
890 Leilani Street
Hilo, HI 96720

Mr. David Fukumoto
Fuku-Bonsai

P.O. Box 6000
Kurtistown, HI 96760

Ms. Bonnie Goodell
Sustainability Community
Box 6

Volcano Village, HI 96785

Ms. Cory Harden
P.O. Box 10265
Hilo, HI 96721

Ms. Marilyn Haymore

Puna Traffic Safety, Big Island Traffic Safety
P.O. Box 437

Kurtistown, HI 96760

Mr. Richard Hill

President

Hilo Transportation & Terminal Co., Ltd.
P.O. Box 4190

Hilo, HI 96720

Ms. Sonja Juvik
Department of Geography
University of Hawaii at Hilo
200 W. Kawili Street

Hilo, HI 96720

Mr. Robert Kaaua
Police Department
County of Hawaii
349 Kapiolani Street
Hilo, HI 96720

Ms. Judith Kirkendall

The Outdoor Circle - Hilo Branch
1310 Wailuku Drive

Hilo, HI 96720

Mr. Andy Levin
ADA Coordinator
County of Hawaii
25 Aupuni Street
Hilo, HI 96720

Ms. Marlene Lundquist
Hilo Women’s Club

7 Lele Street

Hilo, HI 96720
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Mr. James McCuen

Big Island Planning Advocates
HCR 2 Box 6868

Keaau, HI 96749

Mr. Jeff Melrose
Kamehameha Schools
P.O. Box 495

Paauilo, HI 96776

Mr. Bill Moore
159 Halai Street
Hilo, HI 96720

Ms. Elizabeth Murph
Executive Secretary

Native Hawaiian Chamber of Commerce

2106 Kaiwiki Road
Hilo, HI 96720

Mr. Jon Olson

Puna Community Council
13-631 Leilani Avenue
Pahoa, HI 96778

Mr. Hugh Ono

SSFM International Hawaii
1252 Malawaina Street
Hilo, HI 96720

Ms. Athena Peanut
P.O. Box 181
Pahoa, HI 96778

Mr. Ron Reilly
Chairman

Committee on Bicycle and Pedestrian Safety

P.O. Box 458
Volcano Village, HI 96785

Mr. Michael Robinson
Coordinator

Hawaii Forestry and Communities Initiative

P.O. Box 4849
Hilo, HI 96721

Mr. John Saplan

Student Transportation Officer
Department of Education

P.O. Box 4160

Hilo, HI 96720

Mr. Jay Sasan

Hawaii Island Portuguese Chamber of Commerce

P.O. Box 77
Papaikou, HI 96781

Mr. Dennis Shigeta

Office of Aging

County of Hawaii

101 Aupuni Street, Suite 342
Hilo, HI 96720

Mr. Barry Taniguchi
President

KTA Super Stores

50 E. Puainako Street
Hilo, HI 96720

Ms. Laura Tobosa

Center for Independent Living - East Hawaii

400 Hualani Street, Suite 16D
Hilo, HI 96720

Ms. Kai Torngren
HT&T Company
P.O. Box 4190
Hilo, HI 96720

Ben Tsukazaki, Esq.
Tsukazaki, Yeh & Moore
85 W. Lanikaula Street
Hilo, HI 96720

Ms. Betsy Whitney
Dolphin Press

137 Kauakolu Place
Hilo, HI 96720
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West Hawaii CAC Members

Ms. Mary Begier, President

Big Island Business Council

c/o 75-5737 Kuakini Highway, Suite 208
Kailua-Kona, HI 96740

Mr. Fred Duerr

Kohala Resort Association
P.O. Box 1299
Kaupulehu-Kona, HI 96745

Ms. Cindy Evans, President

The Outdoor Circle - Waikoloa Village Branch
P.O. Box 384721

Waikoloa, HI 96738

Ms. Susan Golden
P.O. Box 2197
Kealakekua, HI 96750

Mr. James S. Greenwell

Lanihau Partners LLC

3465 Waialae Avenue, Suite 260
Honolulu, HI 96816

Mr. Pete Hendricks

Acting President

Waimea Community Association
P.O. Box 915

Kamuela, HI 96743

Ms. Marni Herkes, President

Kona Kohala Chamber of Commerce
75-5737 Kuakini Highway, Suite 208
Kailua-Kona, HI 96740

Ms. Eda Hinchcliff

Kona Traffic Safety Committee
P.O. Box 5671

Kailua-Kona, HI 96745

Ms. Leilani Hino

Executive Director

Waimea Main Street/Preservation Assn.
P.O. Box 6570

Kamuela, HI 96743

Ms. Josephine Keliipio

Big Island Planning Advocates
P.O. Box 368

Kealakekua, HI 96750

Ms. Kathrin “Chacha” Kohler
President

The Outdoor Circle — Waimea Branch
P.O. Box 6144

Kamuela, Hl 96743

Ms. Bets Lawrence

South Kohala Traffic Safety Committee
P.O. Box 607

Kamuela, Hl 96743

Mr. Merle Martin

Center for Independent Living - West Hawaii
81-6627 Mamalahoa Highway, Suite B-5
P.O. Box 2197

Kealakekua, HI 96750

Mr. Ken Melrose

Maryl Group, Inc.

P.O. Box 1928
Kailua-Kona, HI 96745

Ms. Eleanor Mirikitani
Waikoloa Land Company
150 Waikoloa Beach Drive
Kamuela, Hl 96743

Ms. Ann Peterson
Executive Director

People’s Advocacy for Trails Hawaii/Kona Traffic

Safety Committee
P.O. Box 62
Kailua-Kona, HI 96745

Mr. John B. Ray, President

Hawaii Leeward Planning Conference
P.O. Box 2159

Kamuela, Hl 96743

Mr. Thos Rohr, President
Waikoloa Land Company
Pacific Tower, Suite 2880
1001 Bishop Street
Honolulu, HI 96813

Ms. Mikahala Roy
Kulana Huli Honua
P.O. Box 2388
Kealakekua, HI 96750
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Ms. Sharon Sakai

Executive Director

Kohala Coast Resort Association
69-275 Waikoloa Beach Drive
Kamuela, HI 96743

Mr. Harvey Smith
Maryl Construction
P.O. Box 1928
Kailua-Kona, HI 96745

Mr. Reilly Smith
Parker Ranch
P.O. Box 1238
Kamuela, HI 96743

Mr. Richard West

Hawaii Island Economic Development Board
P.O. Box 6056

Kamuela, HI 96743
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APPENDIX C

List of Resource Groups Interviewed
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Kaku Associates, inc.

HAWAII STATEWIDE TRANSPORTATION PLAN
MASTER LIST OF RESOURCE GROUPS
STATEWIDE INTEREST

10/30/2002

Meeting Topic of Island of | Location

Group Name Contact Name Date Interest Interest | of Meeting Comments
STATE AGENCIES
Civil Defense Division Edward Texeira 1/24/2001 |Civil Defense Statewide Oahu
DBEDT, Office of Planning David Blane +1 12/13/2000 |Planning Statewide Oahu
DBEDT, Research and Economic Analysis Division Pearl Imada Iboshi +2 12/13/2000 Statewide Qahu
Dept. of Hawaiian Home Lands Ray Soon +1 12/13/2000 Statewide Oahu
Dept. of Health, Disability & Communication Access Board Charlotte Townsend 12/12/2000 |Disabled Statewide Oahu
Dept. of Health, Executive Office on Aging Evelyn Chong 1/24/2001 |Elderly Statewide Oahu
Dept. of Human Services Kristine Foster 1/24/2001 |Economically Disadvantaged | Statewide Oahu
Dept. of Land & Natural Resources, Planning Office, Land Division Sam Lemmo 2/8/2001 Statewide Qahu
Dept. of Transportation, Highways Division, Bicycle & Pedestrian Coordinator Vince Llorin 1/25/2001 |Bicycling Statewide Oahu  |Joint mtg w/ City coordinator & HI Bicycling League
Dept. of Transportation, Highways Division Roy Nagasako 11/16/2000 | Ground Transportation Statewide Oahu
Dept. of Transportation, Harbors Division Fred Pascua 11/16/2000 |Water Transportation Statewide Oahu
Dept. of Transportation, Highways - Planning Ron Tsuzuki 11/16/2000 | Ground Transportation Statewide Oahu
Dept. of Transportation, Airports Division Ben Schlapak 11/16/2000 |Air Transportation Statewide Oahu
Hawaii Tourism Authority Doug Aton 1/25/2001 |Visitor Industry Statewide Oahu
Office of Hawaiian Affairs Randall Ogata +1 12/12/2000 Statewide Oahu
BUSINESS/INDUSTRY ORGANIZATIONS/COMPANIES
Air Cargo Association Fred Spenser 1/23/2001 |Air Freight Statewide Oahu
Airlines Committee of Hawaii John Thatcher 1/23/2001 |Air Passenger Statewide Oahu
CSX Lines Brian Taylor 1/23/2001 |Shipping Statewide Oahu
Hawaii Chamber of Commerce Darrlyn Bunda 12/12/2000 |General Business Statewide Oahu
Hawaii Farm Bureau Federation Wendell Koga 1/22/2001 |Agriculture Statewide Oahu
Hawaii Transportation Association Gareth Sakakida 5/2/2001 |Ground Transportation Statewide Oahu
Hawaii Visitors & Convention Bureau Tony Vericella 1/23/2001 |Visitor Industry Statewide Oahu
Matson Navigation Company Bal Dreyfus +1 2/6/2001 |Shipping Statewide Oahu
Norpac Fisheries Export Tom Kraft 2/7/2001 |Fishing Statewide Oahu
Norton Lilly Hawaii Anne Stevens 2/5/2001 |Shipping Statewide Oahu
Transmarine Navigation Corp. Skip Howard 1/24/2001 |Shipping Statewide Oahu
Waldron Steamship Company, Ltd. Bill Thayer 2/6/2001 |Shipping Statewide Oahu
Young Brothers, Ltd. Glenn Hong 2/6/2001 |Shipping Statewide Oahu
SOCIAL SERVICE ORGANIZATIONS
Hawaii Centers for Independent Living Mark Obatake 1/22/2001 |Disabled Statewide Oahu
EDUCATIONAL INSTITUTIONS
Hawaii Association of Independent Schools Robert Witt 2/5/2001 |Private Schools Statewide Oahu
ENVIRONMENTAL ORGANIZATIONS
Outdoor Circle Mary Steiner 2/6/2001 |Environmental Statewide Oahu
Sierra Club, Hawaii Chapter Jeff Mikulina 1/25/2001 |Environmental Statewide Qahu
OTHER
Hawaii Bicycling League Eve DeCoursey 1/25/2001 |Bicycling Statewide Oahu  |Joint mtg w/ State & City bicycling coordinators
MILITARY
U.S. Army, Schofield Barracks Alan Goo +3 2/7/2001 |Army Statewide Oahu
U.S. Navy, Pacific Division Christopher Honkomp +2 2/7/2001 |Navy Statewide Oahu
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Kaku Associates, Inc. page 2 of 5 10/30/2002
HAWAII STATEWIDE TRANSPORTATION PLAN
MASTER LIST OF RESOURCE GROUPS
OAHU INTEREST
Meeting Topic of Island of | Location
Group Name Contact Name Date Interest Interest | of Meeting Comments
CITY & COUNTY OF HONOLULU AGENCIES
Department of Planning and Permitting Kathy Sokugawa +1 12/11/2000 |Planning Oahu Oahu
Department of Transportation Services, Bicycle Coordinator  |[Chris Sayers 1/25/2001 |Bicycling Oahu Oahu  |Joint mtg w/ State coordinator & HI Bicycling League
Mayor's Advisory Committee on Bicycling Lisa Reinke 12/12/2000 |Bicycling Oahu Oahu
Oahu Civil Defense Agency Joe Reed +1 12/11/2000 |Civil Defense Oahu Oahu
BUSINESS/INDUSTRY ORGANIZATIONS/COMPANIES
Charley's Taxi & Tours Dale Evans 2/6/2001 |Ground Transportation Oahu Oahu
Honolulu Agency Ed Araki 2/8/2001 |[Fishing Oahu Oahu
Inchcape Shipping Service/Lavino Shipping Agency Billy Lee 2/6/2001 |Shipping Oahu Oahu
United Fishing Agency Brooks Takenaka 2/8/2001 |[Fishing Oahu Oahu
(Waikiki Improvement Association Rick Egged 12/13/2000 |Visitor Industry Oahu Oahu
EDUCATIONAL INSTITUTIONS
University of Hawaii at Manoa Allan Ah San 1/24/2001 |University of Hawaii Oahu Oahu
ENVIRONMENTAL ORGANIZATIONS
Outdoor Circle (see statewide list) (see statewide list)
Sierra Club, Hawaii Chapter (see statewide list) (see statewide list)
UTILITIES
Hawaiian Electric Company, Inc. Rouen Liu +4 2/8/2001 |Electric Oahu Oahu
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Kaku Associates, Inc.

HAWAII STATEWIDE TRANSPORTATION PLAN
MASTER LIST OF RESOURCE GROUPS
HAWAII COUNTY INTEREST

Meeting Topic of Island of| Location

Group Name Contact Name Date Interest Interest | of Meeting Comments
COUNTY OF HAWAII AGENCIES
Mayor's Advisory Committee on Bicycle and Pedestrian Safety Ron Reilly 3/9/2001 |Bicycling & Pedestrians | Hawaii | East Hawaii
Mass Transit Agency, County of Hawaii Tom Brown 5/30/2001 |Public Transportation Hawaii | East Hawaii |[Hele-On Bus
Office of Hawaiian Affairs Ruby McDonald 5/29/2001 Hawaii | West Hawaii
Office of Aging Dennis Shigeta 3/1/2001 |Elderly Hawaii | East Hawaii
BUSINESS/INDUSTRY ORGANIZATIONS/COMPANIES
Big Island Farm Bureau Diane Ley 3/1/2001 |Agriculture Hawaii | East Hawaii
Hilo Chamber of Commerce Newton Chu 5/30/2001 |General Business Hawaii | East Hawaii
Hawaii Island Economic Development Board Paula Helfrich 5/30/2001 |General Business Hawaii | East Hawaii
Hilo Fish Company Kerry Umamoto 3/1/2001 |Fishing Hawaii | East Hawaii
Kona Kohala Chamber of Commerce Marni Herkes 2/28/2001 |General Business Hawaii | West Hawaii
Kona Kohala Resort Association Sharon Sakai 2/28/2001 |Visitor Industry Hawaii | West Hawaii
Parker Ranch Michael "Corky" Bryan 5/29/2001 |Ranching/Environmental | Hawaii | West Hawaii
SOCIAL SERVICE ORGANIZATIONS
Center for Independent Living, East Hawaii Laura Tobosa 3/1/2001 |Disabled Hawaii | East Hawaii
Center for Independent Living, West Hawaii Merle Martin 2/28/2001 |Disabled Hawaii | West Hawaii
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Kaku Associates, Inc. 10/30/2002
HAWAII STATEWIDE TRANSPORTATION PLAN
MASTER LIST OF RESOURCE GROUPS
KAUAI COUNTY INTEREST
Meeting Topic of Island of| Location
Group Name Contact Name Date Interest Interest | of Meeting Comments
COUNTY OF KAUAI AGENCIES
Kauai County Public Works Department Ken Kitabayashi | 11/16/2000 Kauai Kauai
Kauai County Planning Department Keith Nitta 11/16/2000 Kauai Kauai
BUSINESS/INDUSTRY ORGANIZATIONS/COMPANIES
Kauai Farm Bureau Roy Oyama 2/27/2001 |Agriculture Kauai Kauai
Kauai Chamber of Commerce Mamo Cummings | 6/13/2001 |General Business Kauai Kauai
Kauai Island Tours Ed Matsukawa 2/27/2001 |Ground Transportation | Kauai Kauai
Kauai Visitors Bureau Susan Kanoho 2/27/2001 |Visitor Industry Kauai Kauai
ENVIRONMENTAL ORGANIZATIONS
Sierra Club, Kauai Group Marge Freeman 2/27/2001 |Environmental Kauai Kauai
UTILITIES
Kauai Electric Company Dave Morgan 2/27/2001 |Electric Kauai Kauai
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Kaku Associates, Inc. 10/30/2002
HAWAII STATEWIDE TRANSPORTATION PLAN
MASTER LIST OF RESOURCE GROUPS
MAUI COUNTY INTEREST
Meeting Topic of Island of| Location

Group Name Contact Name Date Interest Interest | of Meeting Comments
COUNTY OF MAUI AGENCIES
Council on Aging John Tomoso 5/31/2001 |Elderly Maui Maui
Maui County Planning Department John Summers 11/16/2000 |Land Use Planning Maui Maui
BUSINESS/INDUSTRY ORGANIZATIONS/COMPANIES
Hawaii Cattlemen's Association Alex Franco 2/26/2001 |Agriculture Maui Maui
Maui Chamber of Commerce Lynne Woods 2/26/2001 [General Business Maui Maui
SOCIAL SERVICE ORGANIZATIONS
Maui Economic Opportunity Don Madeiros 3/2/2001 |Economically Disadvantaged Maui Maui Public transit provider
ENVIRONMENTAL ORGANIZATIONS
Sierra Club, Maui Group Daniel Grantham | 2/26/2001 |Environmental Maui Maui
UTILITIES
Maui Electric Company Stanley Kiyonaga | 5/31/2001 |Electric Maui Maui
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STATUS OF PLANNING DOCUMENTS

DIVISION AREA/LOCATION TYPE DOCUMENT NEM | NCP EIS |Other
Airports Kalaeloa Airport Master Plan X
Dillingham Airport Master Plan X X
Hana Airport Master Plan X X
State Helicopter System
Hilo International Airport Master Plan X X
Honolulu International Airport Master Plan X X X
Kahului Airport Master Plan X X X
Kalaupapa Airport Master Plan X
Kapalua Airport Master Plan X
Kona International Airport Master Plan X X X
Lanai Airport Master Plan X X X
Lihue Airport Master Plan X X X
Molokai Airport Master Plan X X
Port Allen Airport Master Plan
Princeville Airport Master Plan X X
Upolu Airport Master Plan
Waimea-Kohala Airport Master Plan X X
Statewide Transportation Plan+D89+D45
Statewide Airport Activity Statistics
Statewide Airport System
Statewide Aviation Demand Forecasts
Pacific Air Cargo Network Master Plan
State Airport Marketing
State Stratetgic Airport Plan
Harbors Kauai Commercial Harbors Master Plan
Port Allen Harbor Master Plan
Port Allen Harbor Master Plan Update
Nawiliwili Harbor Master Plan
Nawiliwili Harbor Master Plan Update
Port Allen & Nawilili Development Plan X
Honolulu Piers 12 to 18 Development Plan X
Fort Armstrong Development Plan X
Keehi Industrial Lots Development Plan X
Honolulu Piers 19 to 29 Development Plan X
Keehi Lagoon Boating Facilities Conceptual Plan X
Oahu Commercial Harbors Master Plan X
Honolulu Piers 36 to 38 Domestic Commercial Fishing Village
Honolulu Waterfront Master Plan
Honolulu Harbor Master Plan
Honolulu Waterfront Special Study Plan X
Barbers Point Harbor Modification Study X
Barbers Point Harbor Expansion Project X
HonolluluPiers 39 and 40| Inter Island Barge Terminal Master Plan
Honolulu 2010 Master Plan
Home Pier 16 Commercial Fishing Vessel Berth X
Maui Commercial Harbor 2025 Master Plan
Maui Kahului Harbor Pier 16 Extension
Maui Second Commercial Harbor Study X
Kahului Inter-Island Cargo Facility Concept Plan X
Kahului Harbor Master Plan
Kaunakakai Harbor Master Plan
Kaumalapua Harbor Master Plan
Port of Kahului Development Plan X
Hawaii Commercial Harbors 2020 Master Plan X
Kawaihae Harbor Master Plan
Hilo Harbor Master Plan
Port of Hilo/Kawaihae Development Plan X
Statewide Launching Facilities Master Plan
Statewide Economic Impact Statement X
Highways Kauai Long Range Land Transportation Plan
Oahu Regional Transportation Plan
Honolulu Bicycle Master Plan
Maui Long Range Land Transportation Plan
Kihei Traffic Master Plan
Lahaina Traffic Master Plan
Maui Interim Transportation Plan
Molokai Long Range Land Transportation Plan
Maui Public Transportation Plan
Hawaii Long Range Land Transportation Plan
Hawaii Long Range Highway Plan
Hawaii Public Transportation Plan
Statewide Transportation Plan
Statewide Bike Plan Master Plan
Honolulu Bicycle Master Plan
Honolulu Islandwide Mobility Concept Plan
Waipahu, Aiea/Pearl Livable Communities Initiative
City,and Waikiki
Waikiki Regional Traffic Impact Plan
Waipahu Kunia Road Concept Plan
Oahu ITS Early Deployment Plan
Honolulu Primary Corridor Transportation Proejct X
Oahu Regional Transportation Plan
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L INTRODUCTION

The Statewide Transportation Improvement Program (STIP) - FYs 2002, 2003 and 2004
has been prepared in accordance with the requirements of the Transportation Equity Act
for the 21* Century (TEA-21). It identifies and establishes the implementation priority
for the State and County projects, Statewide, to be funded in part by the Federal Highway
Administration (FHWA) and the Federal Transit Authority (FTA) for the program period.
The STIP is the document upon which the US Department of Transportation bases its
obligation of federal transportation finds for projects in Hawaii.

The STIP identifies transporfation programs totaling approximately $967 million to be
implemented during the three-year program period (Oshu - $482 million; Hawaii - $262
million; Maui - $169 million; and Kauai - $32 million). The projects include those
eligible for federal funding assistance as well as regionally significant locally-funded

projects.

The purpose of this report is to document the process used in the development of the
Hawaii STIP and to present the STIP FY 2002 thru 2004 list of projects.

The Transportation Improvement Program (TIP), the Oahu Element, has been
incorporated into the STIP without change (Appendix).
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II. PARTICIPATING AGENCIES

The State Department of Transportation (SDOT) is responsible for the development of
the STIP for all areas of the State. The portion of the STIP covering the metropolitan
planning area of Honolulu was developed through the Oahu Metropolitan Planning
Orgenization (OMPQO). The Oahu element of the STIP is called the Transportation

Improvement Program (TIP)

The Statewide Transportation Advisory Committee (STAC) was used as the coordinaring
committee between the State and the Counties of Honolulu, Hawaii, Maui and Kauai in
the development of the STIP. The STAC was established by the Hawaii Legislature to
assist and advise the SDOT in the development of the Statewide Transportation Plan and
other matters pertaining to statewide planning. The STAC consists of the Directors of the
Department of Transportation , Department of Business, Economic Development and
Tourism, the planning directors of each of the four Counties, and the ransportation
directors of each of the four Counties. The participating County agencies in the
development of the STIP are as follows:

State of Hawaii

L] Department of Transportation
i Department of Business, Econemic Development and Tourism

City and County of Honolulu

@ Department of Transportation Services
& Department of Planming and Permitting

County of Hawaii

® Department of Public Works
W Department of Planning

County of Mawi

® Department of Public Works and Waste Management
® Department of Planning

County of Kauai

@ Department of Public Works
® Department of Planning
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. STIP TIMELINE

The development of the STIP started in early May 2001 when the SDOT issued a call for
projects 1o all of the participating agencies. Figure 1 illustrates the general flow of
activities which took approximately 5 months to complete.

Although the process covers all of the elements needed to develop the STIP, the SDOT
recognizes the need to improve this process. Furure improvements being considered

include:

Lengthening the process tol2 months

Developing a technical analysis method to prioritize projects statewide
Increasing public involvement for neighboring counties

Inereasing monitoring of project schedule

AR00025315



STIP

BOT CALL FPOR FHOJECTS
HOLD S.T.A.0 WESTING

21 Wisy 20601

FLOWCHART

AGENCIES PREPARE & SUIMIY

FY2002-FY2004

DOY ASPEMBLE LIBY AND
CHECH EUIOIBILITY ’

LiSY OF CAWNDIDATE PROJECTE

REGUIREMENTE

DRAFT UNCONSTRAINED LisY

BUSMIYT YO OmPO AND

el COUNTIEE FOR REVIEW
AND COMMENT

APPLY FINANCIAL CONSTRAINT

DRAFY CONBTRAINED LisT

SUBMIT 10 B.C.AC. MEMUERS
AND HOLD BEEVING

% Aogust E504

Susmiy DRAFY Tip
{DAHU ELEMENTITO OMPD

O.M.P.0.
TAC BEVEW

GLMLP.D.
C8.C. REVEW

G000,
POLICY COMMITYEE APPROVAL
9 Saptumbei IO

PUBLILIZE AVAILABILITY
GF DRAFT 4718

HOLD BYATEWIDE PUBLIC
MEETINGE

Oehu « 15 Rupuet 2001

Byl =16 Auguet 2901
Hils = 30 Agpuet 3001
Wavien = EX Augatei ROOT

Raval = B Rupuet 2008

FINALUE s71p Eaam

FINALIZE OTHER TOUNTIER
PROJECT LIBY

GOVERNGR'S APPROVAL

FHWA: AND FTA AFPROVAL

Figure 1

AR00025316




IV.  CONSISTENCY WITH STATEWIDE AND REGIONAL
TRANSPORTATION PLANS

A primary consideration in the selection of projects statewide was consistency with the
statewide and regional transportation plans. It has been determined that the FY 2002-
2004 STIP is consistent with the Draft Statewide Transportation Plan and the Long
Range Plan of the various Counties.

Draft Statewide Transportation Plan (STP)

The Statewide Transportation Plan for Hawaii is currently being developed by the
Statewide Transportation Planning Office of the SDOT, A draft plan has been developed
and is currently undergoing review by the public and participating agencies. The STP is
scheduled to be completed and approved by the end of 2001. Since most of the projects
included in the 2002 to 2004 STIP will be implemented under the approved STP, it is
appropriate that the STIP be coordinated and consistent with the goals and objectives of
the draft STP. A project by project evaluation has determined the 2002-2004 STIP is
consistent with the goals and objectives of the Draft STP (Table 1).

Regional Plans

The regional transportation plans for Hawaii are:

® Transportation for Oahu Plan ~ TOP 2025 (April 2001)

® Hawaii Long-Range Land Transportation Plan (May 1998)

o Maui Long-Range Land Transportation Plan (February 1997)
® Kauai Long-Range Land Transportation Plan (May 1997)

The OMPO has determined that the TIP is consistent with the TOP 2025
(Sec Appendix)

The SDOT has detenmined that the STIP is consistent with neighboring island Long-
Range Land Transportation Plans (LRLTF). The LRLTP serves as a guide for the
development of the major surface transportation facilities and programs to be
implemented within each County. The major projects included in the STIP are also part
of the LRLTP for the respective Counties, These arc:

Hawaii: Queen Kaahumanu Highway Widening
Hawaii Belt Road, Mud Lane to Kamuela Race Track (Waimea Bypass)
Kuakini Highway Widening, Palani Road to Hualalai Road
Alii Highway (Kamehameha ITI Road to Kuvakini Highway)
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Maui: Haleakala Highway Widening
Honoapiilani Highway Widening and/or Realignment (Lahaina Bypass)
Kihei Upcountry Maui Highway
Mokulele Highway/Puunene Avenue Widening
Piilani Highway Widening ’
North Seuth Collector Road
Lower Main Street Improvements

Kauai: Kaumualii Highway Improvements, Lihue to Malulia Road
Kealia Bike/Pedestrian Path
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BTATE OF HAWAL
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
STATEWIDE TRANSPORTATION IMFROVEMENT PROGRAM
FY¥ 2002 THRU FY 2004

HaAWAI STATE TRANSPORTATION PLAN

MISSION: TO FACILITATE THE SaFE, ECONDMIC, EFFICIENT AND CONVENIENT MOVEMENT OF PEQPLE AND GOODS,

HETP HSTP
copE DESCHIPTION OF GOALS CODE DESCRIFTION OF OBJECTIVES
MOBILITY 6D ACCESSIBILITY

Soal 1) Achiove an infegrated mult-model ransportation
systomn it provides meblie B scosssibiily Tor pesnls 16109

e goods,

ransportaion sysiom infrastruciure and faciitlas.

Objoctien 1: To proserve, malnmin and improve the

&, Improve connectivity of the ransponation Systarh.

B, oraase Gipacity.

£. Pursue the malnenancs & rehablittion of the ransposation
Bysian,

B, Ensura provision of sssontial eperations and feciliios:

G102

{system operstions,

1€, Enhanee perfermance of transporistion syslons,

Oblective 2: To incresse the efficlency of The ransportation

A Ennance Interrnodal connaciivity,
B. Emplay stratogies to reduce ransponiation demand.

G003

Ohlective 3: To promote altematve transponaion mode cholos.
A Previde 3 reasonabie lovel and varsty of cubllc Soansit services
that adequataly meet stelewide and community needs,

8. Provide sffordable, vieble allemutives thal mre copverient ard
acesssible,

. Promote pedestrian and cyclists sifety.

lo1oa

Objective 4: To reduce songestion and delay.
A, Incresse capatty.
stral

to padues rans Hon damant

ERFETY AND SECURITY

a2

i

Goal 2 Ensure the salety and security of wanesporiation
By,

GO

Cbjsctve 1: To enhance the ssfoty of the tansponation aystens
A Provide sale facliitles and Infrastiveturs,
B, Promare the sals Lse of he Tansponations systeny

G20

Objective 2 To ansure the securs operaton and uss of the
transportalion system.

A Employ vanous safely Sng security rmassures as fegulred,
B, Uilize law anforcement st problem loestions.

ENVIRONMENT AND QUALTTY OF LIFE

53

Guoal 3: Protect snd snhance the endronmont and
1lmpmva the quality of life,

5304

lenvirsnmeantally rasponsibie manner.

Objectvae 1; To pravide a transportation systern, that Is
envircnmenialle compatible and sensitive & culhesl sred natoral
renourons,

A Provide (adilitles snd infrestruciure that i envirorimentally
friendly.

B. Manage and oparate the tranzponation systerm in an

£ Suppon environmenisly responsible programs end aclivifies,

G300

i

Hransportation,

Cbjective 2@ 1o prsure 11l PENSpORalon Sysiam Suppons
comprehensive fand use poliddes and vabilley In urbian and rursd
aroas,

A Provide 5 traneponation systom thit supports arad shhantes
quality of ite.

B. Encourage the yse of norerolorized transponation modes.
€. Minimize disruption af existing nelghbomoods dus o

Tabhle 1-1
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STATE OF Hawall
DEFARTMENT OF TRANSPORYATION
STATEWIDE TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
FY 2002 THRU FY 2004

HAWAD STATE TRANSPORTATION PLaN

BISSION: TO FACILITATE THE SAFE, ECONOMIC, EFFICIENT AND CONVEMIENT MOVEMENT OF PEOFLE aND GOUDS.

HETP HETP
conE DESCRIFTION 0OF GOALS s DESCRIPTION OF OBJECTIVES
ECONCMIL DEVELOPMENT -
Oblective 1: To provide and pperate a transportation sysiem o
Bpcommodate axdsting and smenging sconbmic developments
and apporiuniies.
. s ; A Provide & diract, convanlent and physicsily suitabls system for
G4 [Goal i Bupport Hawell's Economin Vilality Gaoi . ot 15 1 on facilties and cam izl

IGanz

industrial aroad, B,
Yo promote sificlent and cost effective operations of the
tansportation syster,
Dibjective 2; To provics 3 tansponstion sysiem Hut baliness
the naed for sconomic development with quality of life lescios,

A Make transpontation investment Thit reflect each Isiands scals
and fostor the quality of e of the people who lve there,

B. Target ransponation bwvesimenis in coondination with
cormrmumity involvarmsnt,

NTEGRATED STATEWIDE PLANNING,
PROCRANMING, SND DECISION-MAKING

fei

Goal S schleve g Blatewios Planning Process thal is
comprahengive, cooperstive and contiming.

Gs01

Objective 11 T lmprova coordinatlon and cooparalion betesan
sl levels of governmant, the private setior, and the genersl
Public,

A, Support and conduces tha Statewide Treraporiation Plaming

Process,
B, Improve corminlcation bebusen all lsvals of govamment,

private seciorand the gensmi public.
¢, Integrate spproved policies, programs and plants Trom lavels
of govemment

GA02

Oblective 2: To Involve the public and stakenolders i the fullest
praciicable extest in the plannping snd implemeniation of the
franaponation syslem.

& Davelop prograims 1o eneure opporiuniy for publicang
stakeholdors’ Invabament.

. Ensure responsivensss 1o & LoneRInS,

Oblactive 3 To dovelop and maintain o frapspartation fnance|
struchure that provides adequate and depentable reablnss,

&, Opiimize ol possible financlal esourms.
8. Develop an ongeing eomprehenshvs nanchil progrm,
Tabile 1-2
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F¥ 2002 THRU FY 2004

HSTP GDALS Leng HETP GOALE | Long

Emos. PROJECTS aNp  |Range| ![PROL PROJECTS AND | Range

OBJECTIVES Pian | - OHIECTIVES Plan
; Intearstate Roue M9, Selemic
e ; G104, G20, G202
{STATEWIDE - FHWA ki Retrofit Kailue Intorchangs ! .
" Interstate Fouts H-1 Belumic
. GiDT Eoon, Gabe, 0810 | Reteofit Ausin Blshop G105 B0, 6202
51 [Bridps inspoclion & Appraisal GADZ GBOS ! 3,33 avation & Wk 1
Interatate Rulte N, Selemic
0520 [Retroll Kasoohi & Kasmile G, G20, W02
Sepamton
fnieratate Roue H-1, Selamic
x Resrofit Farngion Highway
| 0s21 [Saparstion, Makakilo G101, GRe, 6202
: Sepamion & Millery Road
: Cive
Interretste Rouve M1, Sesmis
Ratroft Pall Highway
Iovepass, Inbound &
; 620
S22 | o ebound, Highlevel ramp | 0100 Coo 8804
G103, GI0ZGA02 over H-1 & Pell Highway &
MuLia 8 4
%, GI0E, G40,
el Interatats Route RA, Selemic
] G529 | Retrol, Walswe Interchanpe: | D10, 20 @02
G108, G302, Ge02 ; Sructums No, 1,2, 892
- Inismrstate Rip, -1 Selsmic
Gkt BTATE ~FHWA [ osze g:t:ﬁ: LunalioVineyard On |81 Fm et GI0R
DM, G107 G104, faianc
3 : x
o5t 1Farﬁngwn s Improvaments vz | X | T
. GIDA, G108, B, ' Bielsrmls Reuolit Wablawe 1C
& ' # § 5
_082 ]FWWM PRI | e, memn | as2s |Struciue 1 & 2 2y & B0, B0, BRGE

aes IFmﬁnpm Py, Replacomen] G101, 6201 X :ﬂ‘ala-va 1C Structurs Mo G(H-1}

i ukaha Brdgs Mo. § oszs |Interstats Rouls -2, Balemie. | oo, coms g
e ; Retrof Moheuls Parkway ! :

- Farringlon Hﬁ; Raplatermenl G101, 6201 ' interewls Rowte H-1 Widsning fei (ol M sl e B
of Makahs Bridge No. 3A os27 Geor, G0l 6302,| X
Froeway Manapemen! Bystem, | G101, 6102, G104 | (W edtbouna) Bz

“ " ¥ : k 1, Balsmi
ops . Prase 1o nemuie HeL M2 BR01,6302, 6501, Vepess f;';f,:; &iﬁ:n:tm;m::m: G0, Getn, 6RO
and Mpanais Frovway a3 i ehase il ’ !
G102, G1oH, G201, '
T'g;‘lmgw}m Patrol G0, U1 x oszg |Merstate Fauie He Gaoy Gron Gt X
- l w i e TTsL] '55 LAY ; Improvements Eastbound)
OBT [Font e Pl n . : 1ox GO, GR02, G401,
o e | ssorsoz L = 1| o530 [kanew Highway Lanascaping |~ o !
D88 |Fon Weaver Road Widening Siay, BIUZ G108, 4 S
it e £ o) Hhe Lo 40831 IKahekil Highway Iin C107, G0, BI04
nlarstate Holls W Gacyy, Ga0, G,
©89 | Shoulder improvements __| G101, G201 : Ka Iwi Scanic Bhoreling Project] ¥ C0 :
Interstais Route M1 Gusrdrall : G0, 81 et IS
8101, O R
O Ja Shoutser mprovamants i Katanisnacle Highway o :
o811 nleretate Route W Guardell — i Intesrsection Imprvernsits G20, G202, BA01,
& Shoulder lmprovemanis. :
: Kalanlanaole Hwy,
Inisrstate Rowts ¥i1 Buardmil :
0812 |4 shouidnt improvaments G101, 20y | o535 |Repiscamant of Incaois Strsam| G101, G201, 6202
Imersae Roule -1, :
B, Groe, GRoY R G104, 6302, G0,
813 insiallation of Emorguncy i :
Tuluphenss G2t i Seo
irmarstate Houwe He1; Lanalilo GO B0, Gite
4 OO R it Gid, 10 BIoe ) X i i S
intarstale Roule Het i * ! '
OS5 |sonaritaton & Resuracing | &7 527 a 201, G202
Iriornte Bouts He1, Stresl ! BI0Y, GO 10d
0816 Light Malnlenence snd G101, G20, G02 ‘ - DT
Repiacament - | 0340 |Kamehameha Hwy Bikeway " ganz Z
. . i Sk ; Kernenamena Hignwey, in-
taisiate Routs 13, Sulamic 1 oBe [Bound Cane Haul, Rosd B101, G20y, Ga0F
ey Ralrofil Mokap Bivd, Inter, G0y, Gopt, e i Structin penrant
Tablp 13
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FY 2002 THRU FY 2004

— HETP GOALS | tong | [ o WiTP GOBLs |iong
CUBE PROJECTS AND Range| | o0 PROJECTS AND Range
OBJECTIVES Plan | CRIECTIVES Pl
H — Pedestrian Fadiiies and ADA 16104, G108, GE01,
£ isnce sl Various Loc Gaog
G104, GO, GRDE : G-
. . 4 DShE P ot Wideniny x
& PPuulos B ] G401, G40z
| ©867 |Sand jsiand Bricge Rehab.. | 6101, G201, 620z| X
G101, B0, GO : Sand istand Tunnel ~ Kalibl
! G102
t oans Channel A
’ Traffic Signal Modermlzation at
GO, G209, GEOR
08688 Vardous Locsliens, Ala Moens S1o1, gﬁ‘ Y04,
— ' Boulavard
Karmehumeha Highway : i
Watand Enhbnosimant Ket: Sa0R T OST0 Menpodl Propram CIOZ W0, GIOL |
Karnehdmana Hishway Traffic ' . 16, Gy )
o8 Epiameie; Knhalon 16 R b a8z |ForyBarene Roud Widening G401, G407 %
6 |Waimes Bay, Phase 1, : . Interstate Route H-1 Addlion |G1o4, G102, G1Bs,
Phaze 2 | ' 0873 |and Modification of Freeways {6201, G301, G302,
Kamahamens Highway, : ses 7 e (]
D847 [Kalpapsu Blroam Bridgs Gron, gaty, Gaos i
Replpcement ; OAHU ; STATE - FTA
Kamehameha Highway, V | og7q |FTA Section 5310 Caplial G108, GIOZ, G402
0548 Kewaly Sireamn Bridas B107, 8301, Ga0e Lo JAssistance Program
atarnent n ——
Kamenamehs Highway, | : CITY & COUNTY OF
0548 |Kokololis Stream Bridoe 101, Gatt, Geoz 1 HONOLULU - FHWA
i 1 oot | Baae nspecton & Appiaisel
Karmehamehs Highway, Mok i G uterlzed Tratfle Conual
frici Kaihana Bridge Rebla t S0, G301, G302 ocs Sug&s pr.:m :;a“ &
Kemehameha Highway, Lpper 2
G851 (Poamehs Swesrm Didoe B0, G0, S0z [oi e [Dlamnnd Hisad Road Blkeway X
Fenlscament Rehsbllitation of Varlous 8t
s G0, GI0R, a0,
oS53 Kermshamsha Highway, Soulh B eaoy. cio OCq [Uniuda
Punalu Bridge Replscamant R : Beratenis St King & Alapal
! (CEL T
Kammhameha Highway 1 ooy Unhoa: 15, e Y
o553 instslistion of Emagency GG, Tne, Gat, : Dillingham Boulevars . .
Telsphoties - Weed Junchion 10 e j Walakamio Rd. & Kam Fery. |
”’W‘W ﬂs! Mliiol'::;ﬁwsy ’ Ors [Unit 8 (Phase I 10, BI0L 6 1"
0354 ; G101, G2ot, G202 1 Kapiolent Bivd., Kalakaua Ave.
T | to Ward Ave,
G0, Gho, Ban 1
i — | ocr Sait Leke Boulevard Widening, 610y Gi0g G104, %
: PL3, Maluns Streed tooaly Liliksl Galt
BI0Y, BRI Goo : y .
E * i Selsmic Bridos Netrofit, }
4 OCH kaﬁous Gty Bridkis G100y G Bt
i I} oy Trattic Conbrol Signals al lmm, G0 QI
eas, m‘ Eait I Varisus Losations, Phese Il 16202
| Ikapam Parkway, Alinul Deise ]mm, £S04, GE0Y,
G102, G104, B4O1| o : to Kalaslos Bivd, G302, B0, GACE
| ey [Icopolei Panoway, Kemokils R, i Gl
G101, G103, G201, ' By, To Fort Baetia Road.
Gzoe x e
s : CITY & COUNTY OF
ossp [Mokepn Saodle RoadMokapu | 6101, 6102, 6201, : HOMOLULLE - FTA
Houlevard Recufaring Rehab, erierd
Usee ENlm{n Highway lmproverments wh #107, G1o4, X
0863 [Nimiz Highway Bikeway Ext, | %195 000 G35 x
NorhiSoulh Rogd
Phase |, Kapolol Piowy, To ‘
D564 Faringien Highway eres 2?% W = -
Phees 1, Famingion Highway ©
Interswia M1

AR00025322



Enhancament Elomens gt

10, G1ls, 4

ez I%slaﬂdmde Transh Cantars

G301, B30T, G401,

73 HandeVan u::itlm

. Lo S
€103 G104

HSTPGOALS | Long | | o, HSTP GOALS | Long
AMD Hangs] | E FROJECTS Fr ) Hangs
CBJECTIVES Plam | © £oD ' ORIECTVES | Plin
G103, G104, Gaot ; Seismic Retrofit of Varous
G108, G104, G HS13 [Bridges, Vicinhy of Pepeskao, (G107, 207, Gé0e
G101, 6108, £507, Lol 2, Kolskols Brioge l i
G202 : Sulomic Fetroh: of Yarous La
G108, G104 HE14 | Brgges, Akonl Pule Highweay, 6107, Ga0n
i ; Waighisn & samuke
Bus Renablitation 16103, Gio4, G201 ! Bl
Bus Stop ADA Access Impvis. ng‘-ﬁm‘ G4, k COUNTY OF RAWAN - THWA i
e ; KawallanPonakulanlidinaola QioH, G102, BIOK
e lsum Purstransit Suppon Equip. lssm. G4 1 OHGT [ Kewslianliealent, WM: G402 !

R

24 Halardwice Transk Centers GI0T, G0, G401,
HES [Kuakini Highway Widening o o 21oe ™
Ihlla Transk Conwrs Mehoull St nprovament,
101, G103, Kernohans 56 10 Kilsues
8 el tﬂiﬁiﬂ Stresi Transit Center - 10301, G302, 60K, 1 Hes [avenue (widening, resurlscing, [3107. G102, G104
; waffic slgrals & dralnags
il e W’“‘“m@_ :: E' e t % {Kameh Ha 1
TET 55, ! weily amehs
oe2s |Prmary Comder Transpent, |eios, ceoncao,] x| [} M7 [Rm o Kusklrl Hwy) G, 108, G108
e :
& plagarm GE,
0oee | Transter o FHWA mvanpoa{ G104, 5108, GI0, ; HCE Al Dirva, Culvert Ra . ot Ga
! il Drive Road improsements T
, ; HER Alnnn Oneo Bay from G101, G102, 5104
[HAWAN : BTATE - EHIWA 3 ng By bom -
: Resurfoc 1iy1, BCH
He1 IPaﬂe&mﬂ Facilities and ADA e O g ;
Hanoe at Varous Loc, * i feros Bt al]
y i e it
Hs2 ‘1 lawsll Diot Road, Halaulani | 0, eq04, 0202 GaDT. BA0e, G104
Bridgs Removal GRO1. G20y -_“1
Hs |Hawai Bek Road, Kupapaiilua G101, G102 G103, 11
B-r‘d £ W&d@ni G E’!(k‘ 5»201. a1

Hawall Belt Roud, Rockiall
HES | Protechion sl Maulua,
Laupahoahon and Kapwalll

GO, GR0, 50

Ly, G, BE0Y

-

Haowall Bolt Rond ModLase o

G101, Gi0z, G104,

Table 1-5

Hs$ Warnusls Raoe Track Gl {4) accesoible Buses, {lnakhdhg G0y, Gan, G402
Kawalhae Hoad (Rauts 18}, [ mionlas from FHWA trensfer]
Guardrall and Shoulder
HEg G0, 820
M* MPeSto 8T, WAL : STATE - FHWA 1
e 767, G167, G10e | Ms1 |Dairy Road intersaction tmpyis.| Sho  Sioe SO
HET [Ksuai-Patios R, impves, 4Dl BRI il “ | s201, 620w, G401
HESE [Ruskini Highway Widesing ; ‘ ‘m“’ % M7 |Gussirall and Snoulder Impats. | GIOL G201 B0y
HES [nsking Highway Widening 1:.m o Bi0a, : s [Haleskala Hwy, imemattion. | GADA, Gioz, G10K,
L tar ss o i
101, 6102, 5108, . improvomenta G0t G0e
HE10 (Gusen K. Hwy, Widsning momy g x tl Halpakela Highway Widering, | G104, G102 G108, =
i MEE Phase 1 G20Y, GEOE, B30,
! Phasa 2 G40
1 mss Hany HMighwayMaanumai G, Gile, Go0,
b Avenue Baautiicatl GI02, Ao, BecE
| wse |Instaiation of Ememency SO G102 G201,
: Teleghones Goop GaDy, Galn
3 S0.83 8272 Flood ¥ §
HE1Y Lﬂ P Rogain:sl Ge0, 550 Honoapillan| Highway G101, G102 G104,
prmens sl Pasiay, | M57 lwidening sndior Reslignment | G201, 5401, 5402
Mosula and Hionamua Bridges ; T o
T RS § Msé |Kinel Upcountry €
HS 12 |Snddia Road Improvemenss P S143, G104, e
Phase 4 .
Fhoge I
{Phass il i !
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FY 2002 THHRU FY 2008

PROU HETP GOALS | Long | PROY, HETP GDALS | Lang
c mé PROJECTS AND Range | cooé PROJECTS AHD Range
GEBJECTIVES | Plan | OBJECTVES | Plan
mgp |Mokulele Highway/Puunene | o0 oo anon] x| ] mete |Waiohonu Bridge Replacement 8101, a1aa, 820,
Avenye Widening Ga0z ; G202 st
Phase 1A Vie, Kedlls Pord S10, G108 a0,
.. Ve Piilanl Hwy. G202, sa0
Phasze 1B 5. Mehamehs Lo to MEZ0 Lono Avenue Trafile Signale’ | G109, S102, G104,
Ve, of Kealig Pond Dey. Improvermants at Paps Averue Ga01, Mt
Phase IC: M. Mehameba Ly e
5 Mkt L Me2 Kamshameha dvenue Traflic (G101, G108, G104,
Phase Il A: Kulhelani Hwy, to Signai improvemants bl
Vic, Cane Haul Road { MC22 |ADA Impvis at Various Loc. LBt :
Phase 1l B: R ;
" Mahia G, a:a_ﬂw oadle ; MC23 ;Bsidwln Pank Bikoway 61 TR, "t
> ; i3 & #
MS10 [Pilanl Highway Widening. | 10 102 CTO] ] | piC24 |Baldwin Avenue Bikeknes m
MS11 |Waiehu Buach Ra, (Rte 3600) | %10 e 2, | MC25 |Dickenson Strest Extansion. | 0 2108, G104,
; 168,61 3
MCZ6 |Kinsl Blkeway at Plikes ; :
M OLOHAL GIe. B
MS 12 |Gusrdrall and Shoulder impvis. |71 515 3207 COUNTY OF MAU! - FTA
Rural Transporistion Progrem » 1o P
g1y [amenamena V Highway, G203, G301, GI2, § MCaY Baul County, Cperats Fublis ?g;’ ’
Kawels Bridge Replacamant G801 ; Transit Systom 8
Kamehameha V Highway G104, GEOH, G202, F improvernent a1 Lahaina
M3 [ mage Repalrs G302 1 Mc28 [Horbor & Landsice Transport, | S0 @102, G189,
iBal e RN — B0, G201, 0308
r Imerface
COUNTY OF MaUl - FHWA
Lower Honsepiilan) Rosd Bi0T, E10Z, B4, KaUal; STATE « FHWA
s Imprivements GO, 5302, Gaon, KS4 Kapule Highwsy Intersection | G101, G108, G104,
P — g;aa.—gggimm Improvernnts sl Rice Sirset G201, G201
W2 G201, GIDZ, BeOL.l X Kaurnualli Hiahway, Guardrall 16107, G102, 510,
Improvernents, Phase [V s K52 |and Shoulder improvemants 6201, G201
MES - [Noray/Beith Golpoior Rahd aﬁ% x KS3 |Guardrall snd Shoulder Impvis.| G101, 5201
WG4, NoERSain Coll g, L 232 LR, S ——
° ool Rea SRl GN02 KS4 [Kaumuali Highway Impvts, | 9700 S102 BI04
G701, 6162, G16X, SR b S50
TS | Morn/Souwh Collecier Road G701, G302 X B101, G102, G104,
Road "A", Walpukan] Road o kS5 lx"’”m Huvy, inisrsaction Impvt. | oony aacs
MCE Lipaa Birest and G101, BI02, G104, GO, G0, 1o,
Howd "B7, 8o, Kihal Road o Botn, Gade Gl
NomuSouth Collactor Traffic Signel Modemization et
o
Her Lene Avenus Traffic Signal GioT, Giog 6104, ; G101, 9102, B
Syelam Upgrade GO 1} Heawlihwill Rosd - Ruplace
Lovwsr Maln Steet\Walals * .
Tl bpro i GOt Q302 G401l X
. = 01, 10, G0, e
MCS :ﬂ““‘h Kihal ’;‘3"" G201, 6302, Gaot,| X 2) inssall Opticom Sysiam at
L T SR Existng Siprales
ME10 [Koukoual Bridpe Replacement | 757 3194, $201. ection islandwids
—m% COUNTY OF Kalial - FHWA
MC11 |Paini Brioge Replacement | 171 162 520 - |
?ﬁés. %%%%%& - G101, 1,
ME12 |Alanul Ke'imPike St Extension | G201, G202, GY0Z, KG1 [Brdge inspection & Appraleal | wio aeon
m@%&l‘w Em—T iaues Bridgs Replasament W
MCT3 | Marial Street improvements ma:: [ dn 38 am: Kee IKesla BlkePadssyian Poth o1 i X
F‘G‘?gf‘ca o T, Maluhla Roed, Polpu Road, . itndy
MO !mu St improvements B201, Geog, Ga0g, Kot Hardy 51., Puasle 8L iImpve. e mm‘ b
oL Tl LAl KCS_|Olohens Bridge Replecement | G101, G201, 6202
MOLS IWekes Avenue improvements | GO, G202, 6302, :
: COUNTY OF Kallal - FTA
Meis [Fowe Maln Sywet W G109, it G0y
Imiproverments
South Kibel Road
Mes? !hpmvamu.

Tabla 14
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Y. PRIORITIZATION AND SELECTION OF PROJECTS

The selection of projects and programs for inclusion in the STIP underwent a two step
process. First a financially unconstrained list of projects was developed statewade. STIP
procedures require that each project:

® Meets the eligibility criteria to qualify for the federal funding category identified
in the STIP;

® Complies with obligational requirements in compliance with AASHTO standards;

® Reflects priorities set by adopted long-range regional transportation plans and
established management systermns; _

@ Has a committed local match or reasonable expectations thereof at the time of
obligation;

@ Meets obligational requirements by the end of the programmed federal fiscal year;

] Reflects administrative guidelines and directives developed at the national, state
and local levels as appropriate.

Projects were prioritized based upon the feasibility of implementarion during the program
vear and upon project phasing/coordination factors. The status of legislation and
appropriation of local matching funds; the status of any analyses, environmental
¢learances, permits or approvals that may be required; and the availability of both public
and private sector resources needed to implernent the STIP are considered. Programs and
projects relating to safety and those that continue work on previously approved and
initiated efforts are given high priority. Generally, Priority 1 projects are programmed in
the first year; priority 2 in year two; and priority 3 in year three.

The financial constraint based on FHWA and FTA apportionment levels were then
applied to the unconstrained list for cach fiscal year. Projects deleted or moved back on
the list were coordinated with the respective County. The STAC meetings provided the
forum to discuss fitnding levels between Counties. ,
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V1. FINANCIAL PLAN

FHWA FUNDS.

The Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) funds are appropriated by Congress.
Currently, TEA-21 suthorizes funding levels through FY 2003. Table 2 shows the
anticipated apportionment levels for FY 2002. For Hawaii, it is estimated that
approximately $150 million of FHWA funds will be available for FY 2002 (see figure 2).
Historically, the FHWA program, TEA-21, annual rate of growth in authorization levels
for Hawaii is 4.6%. If adjusted for inflation in Year 2000 dollars, the growth rate is 2.0%.
Therefore, it is reasonable to assume that approximately $153 million and $156 million
will be available for FY2003 and FY2004, respectively. ' :

FITA FUNDS

The TIP Report (Appendix) provides a discussion on the funding levels for FTA funds
for Oahw. FTA funds for Hawaii, Mavi and Kauai are from FTA Section 5310, assistance
to elderly and disabled and 5311 non-urbanized area formula program. Funding levels for
FTA programs are shown in Table 3.

LOCAL FUNDS

All projects included in the STIP have a committed local match or expectations thereof at
the time of obligation.

STATE

The State imposes taxes, fees and charges relating to the operation and use of motor
vehicles on the public highways of the State. These funds are deposited into the State
Highway Fund, established under Section 248-8, Hawaii Revised Statutes (HRS).
Moneys deposited in the State Highway Fund are used for acquisition, planning, design,
construction, repair and maintenance of the State Highway System. _

The Current taxes, fee and charges deposited to the State Highway Fund consist of : (1)
the highway fuel taxes; (2) vehicle registration and licensing fees; (3) the vehicle weight
tax; and (4) the rental motor vehicle and tour vehicle surcharge taxes. Other '
miscellaneous sources of revenues include interest eamings on moneys previously
credited to the Stare Highways Fund, vehicle weight tax penalties, certain rental income
from State Highway System properties, passenger motor vehicle inspection charges,
overweight permits, sales of surplus Jands, commercial license fees and other
miscellaneous Revenues.

Every other fiscal year, the SDOT prepares for the Governor’s approval on an operating
and capital improvements program for the next two fiscal years, describing SDOT

14
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that period. After the Governor’s review and approval, it is submitted to the Legislature
as a part of the Administration”s biennium budget. The Legislature reviews the bienntur
budget in detail and authorizes all or a portion of the biennium budget and the individual

capital improvement projects.

Authonzation of the operating and capital improvement budget by the Legislature as part
of the biennium budget includes the appropriation of moneys from designated sources.
These appropniations authorizes the funding for the local match for the state federal-aid
projects in the Statewide Transportation Improvement Program (STIP).

Subsequently, in the first year of a biennium budget, the Deparunent may revise the
second year of that biennium budget for presentation to the Governor for approval and to
the Legislature for supplemental authorization.

The previous and current biennium of authorization of state funds are Act 91, Session
Laws of Hawaii (SLH) 1999; as amended by Act 281, SLH 2000; and Act 259, SLH

2001,
COUNTY

Each County programs funds from existing revenue sources for County projects. The
Counties exercise independent anthority under the Hawaii State Constitution to assess,
levy and collect real property taxes. The Hawaii Revised Statutes authorizes the Counties
to fix the fees and charges for all public services not otherwise provided for by the State
and to issue general obligation bonds to finance its public mprovement projects.

15
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Anticipated Apportionment Levels FY 2002

Minimum Others
Guarantee B $1,481,000

B $14,236,000y _ o

hY
® 59,684,000

B $9,409,000
CMAQ

W $50,134,000
| NHS

O $38,567,000 3
STP

Bridge 1 $26,867,000
TOTAL = $150,378,000

Figure 2
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U.S, DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
FEDERAL TRANSIT ADMINISTRATION
TRANSPORTATION EQUITY ACT FOR THE 21ST CENTURY - FEDERAL TRANSIT ACT OF 1998 (excludes technical amendme
(Tncludes Additional General Fund Authorizations - Section 5338(h))
Excludes New Starts, Bus, Rescarch, Planning, Clean Fuels, and Job Access

State State/Urbanized Area Program FY 1998 FY 1999 FY 2000 FY2001 FY2002 FY 2003 Total
Hawaii Honolulu Fixed Guideway Mod. 337,024 712,785 756,434  BO4,B87 846274 912,424 4,369
Hawaii Honolaly, HI Urban Formula 16,677,525 19,479,049 21,067,632 22,687,829 24,299,794 25,926,577 130,138
Hawaii Kailua, HI Urban Formula 1,196,310 1,397,269 1,511,221 1,627441 1,743,070 1,859,762 5,315
Hawaii Statewide ' B&PWD 335,184 353,457 375,430 397,841 420,138 442,640 2,324
Hawaii Statewide Nonurbanized Formula 528,465 693,939 753,864  B14981 875787 937,153 4,604

Hawail Total 19,074,508 22,636,498 24,464,581 26,332,979 28,185,063 30,078,556 150,772,

Table3
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vi. PUBLICINVOLVEMENT

The public involvement process for the TIP is documented in he TIP Report -
(Appendix).

The formal review of the Draft STIP started with the publication of a notice announcing
its availability or review and comment. The notice was published in the following
newWspapers:

Honolulu Advertiser: August 9, 2001
MidWeek: August 13, 2001
Mawt News: August 9, 2001
Hawaii Tribune Herald: August 13, 2001
West Hawaii Today: August 13, 2001
" Garden Island: August 13, 2001
A Copy of the Notice is attached.

Public informational meetings were held in Honolulu, Hilo, Kona, Maui and Kauai. The
STIP is also posted in the SDOT's web page.

The public review period ended on August 30, 2001. The public review of the STIP did
not produce any changes in the Draft STIP for the neighbor islands.
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Notice is hereby given that the STATEWIDE TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM (STIP) FISCAL
YEARS 2002, 2003, AND 2004 is available for public review and cormment, The STIP docurnent is a three-year
programming document that identifies and establishes the State and County transportation projects statewide, to be
funded in part with Federal Highway and Transit funds.

Copies of the STIP Fiscal Years 2002, 2003, and 2004 may be obtained by calling (808) 587-1830 or can be accessed
on-line at: www.state hi.us/dot/stp/stip . Public review of the STIP on Oahu is being accomplished through the Oahu
Metropolitan Planning Organization (OMPO) process. Public informational meetings have been scheduled as follows:

ISLAND OF OAHU ISLAND OF

Date: August 15, 2001 Date:  August 16, 2001

Time: 4:00 PM. Time: 7:00 P.M.

Location: OMPOQ Citizen Advisory Comrmittee Location: State Department of Transportarion

Meeting Highways Division
Hawaii State Capitol Maui District Office Conference Room
Room 309 650 Palapala Drive
415 Soyth Beretania Street Kahului, Maw, Hawaii 96732
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813
ISLAND OF HAWAT

Date;  August 20, 2001 Date:  August 21, 2001

Time: 7:00 PM. Time: 7:00 PM.

Location: Hilo State Office Building Location; Kealakehe High School Cafereria
Conference Rooms A, B, & C 74-5000 Puohulihuli Street
75 Aupuni Street Kailua-Kona, Hawaii 96740
Hilo, Hawaii 96720

ISLAND OF KAUAL

Date:  August 22, 2001

Time: 7:00 PM.

Location: Kauai State Office Building
Conference Rooms A, B, & C

3060 Eiwa Street
Lihue, Kauai, Hawaii 96766

Deadline for comments is August 30, 2001 and may be submitted by E-majl, il o FAX to:

E-mail Address: ronald tsuznki@exec.state.hi.us

Mailing Address: Highways Planpiog Branch
259 Punchbowl Streer, Roorn 301
Honolulu, Hawail 96813

FAX Number; (BO8) 587-1787

Special accommodations are available upon request five (5) days prior to the meeting date, to the Department of
Transportation, Highways Planning Branch, telephone (808) 587-1830.

BRIAN K. MINAAI
Director of Transportation
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VIII. MONITORING AND AMENDING THE APPROVED STIP

The STIP is a dynamic document, ever changing in response to revised project schedules,
scopes and cost estimates, updated administrative priorities and directives and funding
and programming implications. The SDOT will monitor the approved STIP with focus on
FY2002. By early 2002 there will be a reassessment and commitment on the level of

fimding for the fiscal year.

a Those projects included in the current year obligation plan that are deermned as
being able to be “ready to obligate™ by the end o the federal fiscal year, will
continue to be part of the obligation plan. All others will be deferred.

b. Funds that become available during the federal fiscal year wall be applied to
those projects in the current plan that are ready-to-obligate but require
additional funding or that were deferred from the current plan because of lack

of funding.

¢ After the reassessment of the projects, the State will consider revising the
STIP through 2 major amendment process, or expedited process (for minor
adjustments). A major amendment will be pursued if the anticipated federal
funds available are significant; if there have been major shifts in the
administrative directives; or if the projects on the approved STIP will be
unable 10 maximize out obligation authonty.

A major amendment to the STIP will allow the agencies to reintroduce those
projects that have since cleared the eligibility issues; and to introduce new
projects that have since become a priority.
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APPENDIX G

OMPO
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OMPO *

*Oahu
Metropolitan
Planning
O rganization

website: hitp:fwww.eng. hawail. eduf~cspOMPO/

e-mail-address: ompo00t@hawail.m.com

mailing address:  Ocean View Center, Suite 200
707 Richards Slreet
Honolulu, HI 968134623

phone numbers: (B08) 587-2015, 5234178
fax number: {808) 587-2018

{PLWHATOMPDY ATWHATOMPO wod (11/8101)
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WHAT IS OMPO?

OMPO is an advisory organization responsible for coordinating transportation planning on Oahu.

OMPO was created by the State Legislanire in 1975. The decision-making body of OMPO is its Pelicy
Commitiee, which consists of six state legislators, five Honolulu City Council members, the Director of the
State Department of Transportation, and the Director of the City Department of Transportation Services.

OMPO's function is to coordinate the activities of the "3-C" transportation planning process
(comprehensive, continuing, and cooperative planning) on Oahu. The planning itself is done largely by the
City and the State planning and transportation departments (City Department of Transportation Services,
City Department of Planning and Permitting, State Department of Transportation, and State Department
of Business, Economic Development, and Tourism (DTS, DPP, DOT, and DBEDT, respectively)).

These “participating agencies” are part of the OMPO planning process.

OMPO does not construct projects or implement programs. Rather, OMPO’s directive focuses upon
the development of plans and programs to produce an integrated intermodal transportation syster.

HOW IS OMPO ORGANIZED?

OMPO is composed of four parts: ‘a Policy Committee, a Technical Advisory Committee (TAC), 2
Citizen Advisory Committee (CAC), and a stafl (see Figure 1),

WHAT ARE THE ROLES OF EACH PART?

THE POLICY COMMITTEE is the “heart” of the OMPQ planning process. It determines the direction

of the OMPO effort, considers and approves transportation planning issues, and makes the final approval

for OMPO matters.

THE TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE provides the technical input to OMPO's planning
process. The TAC acts as the technical liaison between the Policy Commitiee and the OMPO
Executive Director, provides advice to the Policy Committee and the OMPO Executive Director on
technical matters, and insures the technical competence of the planning process.

THE CITIZEN ADVISORY COMMITTEE was created by the Policy Committee in July 1977 to ensure
effective public input into Oahu’s transportation planning process. The CAC is a vehicle whereby public

(P WHATOMPO) ANWHATOMPOwpd [11/6/01) 1
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OMPO STRUCTURE

POLICY COMMITTEE

3 State Senators
3 State Representatives

5 City Councilmembers
1 State DOT Director
-1 City DTS Director

OMPO STAFF

Executive Director
Planning Program Coordinator
Transportation Planners (3)
Financial Specialist
Office Manager

TECHNICAL ADVISORY CITIZEN ADVISORY COMMITTEE
COMMITTEE
Non-Governmental Volunteer

DBEDT staff representatives (2) Member Qrganizations

DOT staff representatives (2) SUCHAS

DPP staff representatives {(2) COMMUNITY ORGANIZATIONS

DTS staff representatives {2) NEKHEORHOOH BOARDS

Non-voting Members: PROFESSIONAL ORGANIZATIONS

SPECIAL INTEREST GROUPS
TRANSPORTATION PROVIDERS
PRIVATE BUSINESSES

FHWA staff representative (1)
FTA staff representative (1)
FAA staff representative (1)
HTA Managing Director{1)

.UH facuity member (1}

Figure 1

Powhatormpolfigure Towpd {11/2/09)
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input can be solicited to advise the Policy Committe and the OMPO Executive Director on transportation
planning 1ssues. Beside being a vehicle for informing interested citizens of various transportation issues
and for face-to-face discussions with key decision-makers and project administrators, the CAC is a
valuable source of public input for OMPO-generated plans and programs. The CAC also reviews and
develops recommendations to improve the OMPO public involvement program,

WHO ARE THE MEMBERS OF OMPO?

The POLICY COMMITTEE is'made up of 13 members. Five members are from the City Council,
including the chair of the Council's transportation committee. Three members are State senators,
including the chair of the Senate's transportation committee. Three members are State representatives,
including the chair of the House's transportation committee. One member is the director of the State
DOT and one member is the director of the City DTS.

For FY 2001, the members of the OMPQO Policy Committee are:

From the Honolulu City Couneil:

From the State Senate;

From the House of Representatives:

State DOT Director:
City DTS Director:

Diuke Bainum {Chair)
John DeSoto

John Henry Felix
Steve Holmes

Gary Okino

Cal Kawamoto (Vice Chair)
Fred Hemmings
Brian Kanno

Willie Espero
Mark Moses
Joseph Souki

Brian Minaail

Cheryl Scon

With the revision of the OMPO Comprehensive Agreement (fully executed on Febmary 14; 2001), the
TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE now-consists of two staff representatives from each of the
City and the State planning and transporiation-departments. The staff representatives from the State
Department of Business, Economic Development, and Tourism include one staff member from the Office
of Planning {OP). In addition, one staff representative each from the Federal Highway Administration,
Federal Transit Administration, and Federal Aviation Administration; the Managing Director of the
Hawaii Transportation Association; and a faculty member of the University of Hawail (with background
in transportation or ¢ity planning) attend TAC meefings as non-voling members.

At this time, the members of the TAC are:

Citv and County of Honolulu

(PUWHATOMPO)ANWHATOMP Quipd: (13/6/01)
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*  Department of Transportation Services (2); Toru Hamayasu and Paul Steffens
*  Department of Planning and Permitting (2): Kathy Sokugawa and Randolph Hara

State of Hawaii

*  Department of Transportation (2): Julia Tsumoto and Glenn Yasui
*  Department of Business, Economic Development, & Tourism (2): Dr. Pear] Imada Iboshi and

Dick Poirier

LLS. Department of Transportation

*  Federal Highway Administration (1, non-voting): Jonathan Young
= Federal Aviation Administration (1, non-voting): David Welhouse
= Federal Transit Administration (1, non-voting): (to be determined)

Hawait Trangportation Association

+  Managing Director (1, non-voting): Gareth Sakakida

University of Hawaii

»  Faculty Member (1, non-voting): Karl Kim

The CITIZEN ADVISORY COMMITTEE is a volunteer group of non-governmental organizations
interested in transportation planning on Oahu. The CAC membership includes community organizations,
professional associations, neighborhood boards, special interest groups, and transportation providers.
Organizations seeking CAC membership need to have their representatives attend at least four (4)
meetings of the CAC within a twelve-month period and submit, to the OMPO Policy Committee Chair, a
written request for appointment to the CAC. The CAC presently consists of the following 49 member
orgzinizations:

Ajea Cotrgnunity Association

Atea Neigliborhood Board (NB)Y #20

Ala Moana/Kakaako NB #11

American Planning Association

American Society of Civil Engineers

American Society of Landscape Architects

Barbers Point Community Association

Bingham Tract Concerned Citizens Coalition

Charley's Taxi

Downtown NB #13

E Noa Corporation

Ewa Beach NB#23

Eye of the Pacihic

Hawail Bicycling League

Hawaii Laborers-Employers Cooperation
Eduecation Trust

Hawaii Local Technical Assistance Program

Hawaii Transportation Association

Hawaii’s Thousand Friends

Honoluly Community Action Program

{PIWHATORPO) ASWHATOMPO wpd (11/6/01)

ILWU Local 142

Institute of Transportation Engineers

Kailua NB #31

Kalaeloa Community Association
Kalihi/Palama NB #15

Kaneche NB #30

KuliouowKalani-Iki NB #2

Land Use Research Foundation, Hawaii
League of Women Voters

Leeward Oahu Transportation Mgmt. Assn.
Life of the Land

Liltha/Kapalama NB #14
Makakilo/Kapolei/Honokai Hale NB #34
Makiki/Lower Punchbowl/Tantalus NB #10
MeCully Moiliili NB #8

Mililam Mauka/Launani Valley NB #35
Mililani/WaiptioMelemann NB #25
Nuuanw/Punchbowl NB #12

QOutdoor Circle, The

Pacific Resource Partnership, The
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Palolo NB #6 Waianae Coast Transportation Concemns

Sierva Club, Hawaii Chapter Group

Tax Foundation of Hawali Watkiki NB #9

Teamsters Union Local 996 Waikiki Residents Association
Waianae Coast NB #24 Waipahu NB #22

WHY WAS OMPO CREATED?

The Federal Surface Transportation Assistance Act of 1973 required the formation of a metropolitan
planning organization (MPO) forany whanized area with a population greater than 50,000, This mandate
was based on the need to-ensure that existing and future expenditures for transportation projects and
programs were based on a comprehensive, cooperative, and continuing (3-C) planning process. Federal
funding for transportation projects and programs are channeled through this planning process:

In 1975, the State Lepislature established the OMPO by passing Act 180, Chapter 279E, Hawail Revised
Statutes and identified OMPO’s function as serving in an advisory capacity to the State Legislature and
the Honolulu City Couneil in carrying out the 3<C planning process.. The responsibilities of OMPO and its
participating agencies in carrying out the 3-Cplaoning process is identified in a Comprehensive
Apreernent signied by the Governor, City transit operator (via the Honolulu City Couneil Chair), and the
OMPO Chair.

WHAT ARE OMPO'S RESPONSIBILITIES?

OMPO is responsible for identifying Oahu’s future transportation needs and programming the federal
funds for such projects and programs. This is achieved primarily through the development of the
following three documents:

[l The Oahu Regional Transportation Plan (ORTP)
[0 The Overall Work Program (OWP)
Ul The Transportation Improvement Program (TIP)

THE REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION PLAN i a blueprint for identifying the development of future
transportation improvements on Oahu. 1t should be noted, however, that the inclusion of a project inte this
plan does not guarantée its-construction. . Rather, it allows a project to begin a 'sexies of more detailed
evaluations and 1o be eligible 10 seek federal funding. During these more detailed evaluations, a project
could be postponed or terminated for any number of reasons, such as environmental impact, cost, or lack

of public support.
One of the earlier regional transportation plans was prepared in 1967 by the Oahu Transportation

Planning Program. The plan was called the “Oahu Transportation Stady” (OTS) and used 1985 as ifs
horizon year. It recommended many of the highway and transit improvements that have since been
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completed, including parts of H-1 and H-2, and served as 2 guide for improvements to major highways
such as Likelike, Pali, Farrington, Kamehameha, and Kalaniansole,

Federal regulations require Oahu’s regional transportation plan to have a minimum hwenty-year hotizon,
be fiscally-constrained, and be updated at least every five years. In order to conform to this requirement,
OMBPO- has updated s regional transportation plarito the year 2025,

THE OVERALL WORK PROGRAM (OWP) serves as the key management tool for monitoring State
and City transportation activities-on Oahu. It deseribes transportation-related planning studies to be
conducted in a given year (see Figure 2). The OWP defines project objectives and tasks and identifies
budpetary and staff requirements needed to carry out the projects. In addressing current transportation
issues and problems, the OWP responds to local planning requirements, federal transportation priorities,
and federal requirements, The OWP also includes land use studies as they relate to transportation needs.

A draft OWP is prepared each winter and submitted for review in March. Afier considerable review and
revision by citizens and Federal and local agencies, a final OWP is adopted in late spring for the next

fiscal vear.

THE TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM (TIP)is a programiming document that lists
transportation projects that will be undertaken by the State and City and generally funded in part by
federal money. Projects identified in the TIP must be consistent with the ORTP (see Figure 3. The TIP
18 closely related to the State's and the City and County's Capital Improvement Programs and is prepared
every other year. The TIP identifies funding amounts by source of funding, jurisdictional responsibility,
type of project, and year of funding for these projects. Thus, the TIP is an important reference document
of transportation projects.

The Oahu TIP is the short-term three-year implementation program for federally-assisted surface
fransportation projects that support the Oahu Regional Transportation Plan. The TIP describes and
prioritizes federally-assisted and major locally-funded transportation programs and projects selected by the
OMPO Policy Committee for implementation during the program period. An annual review and a major
biennial update of the TIP are scheduled, with off-schedule amendments considered as needed.

The TIP is adopted by the OMPO Policy Committee and sent to the Governor for approval. Upon his
approval, the TIP is incorporated as the Oahu element of the Statewide TIP (STIP). The STIP is the
official document the U.8. DOT uses to authorize federal funds for projects in Hawaii.

HOW DOES THE PUBLIC GET INVOLVED?

OMPO has developed *The OMPO Guide to Public Involvement” (OMPO GPD handbook that
describes how OMPO communicates with the public prior to and during the development of
transportation plans and programs. The OMPO GPI has been prepared to help members of the public
understand 1) the planming process for Oahu’s major surface transportation efforts and 2) how to
participate effectively in that process. It focuses on those aspects and areas of transportation planning
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that fall within OMPO’s purview. This includes both long- and short-range conceptual planning of
facilities and programs.
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Hawaii Statewide Transportation Plan March 6, 2002

STATE OF HAWAII
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
POLICY ON PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT

The Hawaii Department of Transportation recognizes, encourages and solicits pro-active public
involvement that can be fully integrated into the planning process and incorporated in the various planning
activities by Hawaii’s transportation agencies. TEA-21 provides specific guidelines for the public
involvement program that reflect this policy and the objectives enumerated below:

"The public involvement processes are open and proactive providing complete information,
timely public notice, full public access to decisions, and opportunities for early and
continuing involvement by its residents”.

The objectives are to:

. Provide early and continuing public involvement opportunities will be provided throughout
the transportation planning and programming process;

. Provide timely information about transportation issues and processes will be provided to
the public, affected public agencies, representatives of transportation agencies, private
providers of transportation, freight shippers, users of public transportation and other
interested parties and segments of the community affected by transportation plan,
programs, and projects;

. Provide adequate public notice of public involvement activities and time for public review
and comment at key decisions points, including, but not limited to, action on planning
activities;

. Provide reasonable public access to technical and policy information used in the

development of plans;

. Conduct a process for demonstrating explicit consideration and response to public input
during the planning and program development process, including responses to input
received from persons with disabilities and minority, elderly, and low-income populations;

. Implement a process for seeking out and considering the needs of those traditionally under
served by existing transportation systems, including, but not limited to low-income and
minority populations which may face challenges accessing employment and other
opportunities; and

. Encourage and assist all divisions of the Department of Transportation, the OMPO,
county agencies, transportation providers, and other participants in the transportation
planning process to identify and involve the affected and interested public.

. Sponsor outreach, training, and technical assistance and provide information for State,
regional and county transportation agencies on effective public involvement procedures.

. Provide review at least once every three years of the effectiveness of he public

AR00025346



Hawaii Statewide Transportation Plan March 6, 2002
involvement process to ensure that it continues to provide full and open access to all and
allows for modifications to the process as necessary, with specific attention to the

effectiveness of efforts to engage persons with disabilities, minority individuals, and elderly
and low-income populations.

The State of Hawaii Department of Transportation affirms that public involvement is an integral

component of its planning activities and is committed to maintaining the public's involvement in these
activities.
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STATE OF HAWAII
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT PROCEDURES

Public involvement is the process of two-way communication between citizen and government by
which transportation agencies and other officials give notice and information to the public and
use public input as a factor in decision-making. Since the passage of the Intermodal Surface
Transportation Efficiency Act of 1991 (ISTEA), there has been a federally mandated emphasis on
early, proactive, and sustained citizen input into transportation decision-making — with special
outreach efforts targeted at traditionally underserved populations. ISTEA’s directive was
reinforced by the passage of the Transportation Equity Act for the 21* Century (TEA-21) near the
end of the decade. The State of Hawaii has developed protocols and guidelines to interpret these
mandates. The mission statement of these statewide guidelines for their public involvement
program is:

“To proactively seek early and continuing public input and involvement so that
HDOT and each of its divisions is responsive and accountable to its stakeholders,
communicates with the public, and make the best possible transportation decisions
promoting safety and enhancing the quality of life of Hawaii’s citizens.”

The implementation procedures of the State of Hawaii Department of Transportation Public
Involvement Policy include a variety of techniques that are divided into four functional areas: (1)
informing the public, (2) involving the public in decision making, (3) getting feedback from the
public, and (4) using special techniques to enhance participation. The state’s policy does not
mandate that each of the techniques discussed below be used, but it encourages the use of the
appropriate program of techniques on a case-by-case basis to ensure that each of the first three
functional areas are addressed. The fourth functional area is not mandatory.

PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT INTERFACE WITH PLANNING ACTIVITIES

Figure F1 provides a graphic illustration of the typical flow of activities needed to satisfy the
requirements of the Hawaii transportation planning process. The chart identifies the various
activities that must be completed, the inter-relationship of these activities, and the sequence in
which they must be conducted.

It can be seen that an essential element of the process is that an appropriate level of public outreach
be implemented at each of step so that public input is provided throughout the planning program. It
may be necessary to prepare a specific outreach program as part of the planning process.

The Hawaii Statewide Transportation Planning Process does not expect that a rigid flow of
activities be established but rather requires that each of the elements be included in the process. The
public input activities must be an integral part of the process during the completion of the technical
activities and must occur at appropriate times during the process. These must be included in each
step of the program to satisfy the requirements of the transportation planning process.
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One or more of the techniques described below may be used for each step of the process where
public input is recommended. The public outreach program for each project should be specifically
designed to respond to each situation.

FUNCTIONAL AREA 1 - INFORMING THE PUBLIC
To be effective, the public involvement program must be properly designed to accommodate

individual projects. Each situation dictates the manner in which the outreach program is
organized and the techniques that should be used. The approach should include the following.

A. Creating and Using a Core Group

One successful approach used to communicate with the public starts with a core group of
participants—people who are likely to have strong interests in the subject—and then broaden the
public involvement program based on work with the core group. Although a core group can take
several forms, the two most common forms in Hawaii are the Citizen Advisory Committee
(CAC) and the Task Force.

s Citizen Advisory Committee (CAC)— The CAC is a representative group of the
reasonable cross section of the general public and stakeholders that meets regularly to
discuss issues of common concern. The meetings serve as a forum in which the
transportation agency and the citizens themselves can express their ideas. The views
and comments should be recorded, and a consensus on issues is sought, although it is not
required. The role of the CAC is to be advisory. A CAC can be formed for a limited
period of time or an extended period. It can even serve as a standing committee.

s Task Force — The task force is a group assigned to a specific task with a time limit to
reach a conclusion and resolve a specific issue. Its membership is similar to the CAC
with agency staff often assigned to provide technical support. While the CAC acts
primarily in an advisory role where consensus is not required, the Task Force is asked to
resolve an issue and present a unified voice. Also, while the CAC represents a cross
section of all interests, the task force is more focused and the membership consists of
individuals and organizational representatives with close ties to the issue or task.

B. Including People who are Underserved by Transportation

The public involvement program must encompass the full range of community interests,
especially those of people who are underserved by the system. Groups that have difficulty
accessing the transportation system often are unaware of transportation proposals that may affect
them. They also may lack experience participating in the public participation process to express
their opinions and/or views on issues. This group often includes people with special cultural,
racial, or ethnic characteristics; people with disabilities; or groups with low income. The agency
must assume responsibility for reaching out and including them in the decision making process.
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Techniques to reach the underserved are discussed for ethnic, minority, and low-income groups
as well as for American with disabilities.

¢ FEthnic, minority, and low-income groups — These groups often find participation difficult
and are also traditionally underserved by transportation systems. The agency must work
to empower these people by defining the type and way in which the public involvement
process can be most effective for them. The agency must seek out and consider the needs
of the transportation disadvantaged. Potential means of accomplishing this include use of
community organizations and their leaders, social service agencies, religious
organizations, special interest organizations and agencies, and cultural organizations.

s Americans with Disabilities - The Americans with Disabilities Act of 1990 (ADA)
requires specific participation activities that can include specifically directed outreach
programs, consultations with individuals with disabilities, opportunities for public
comment, accessible formats, public hearings, and ongoing efforts to involve the
disability community.

C. Providing Information and a Communication System

An effective public involvement program allows people to get information from an agency and
give information back to it. The agency must provide attractive, eye-catching materials that
convey the appropriate message and offer people effective, easy ways to communicate so that the
ideas and concerns of the community are heard and acted on.

The following describes various techniques that can and have been utilized by the various
transportation agencies to provide information and establish communications with the public.

s Mailing List — Mailing lists are the staple of most public involvement programs,
providing a simple, flexible and fast means of keeping tabs on organizations, residents,
media, elected officials, abutters, agency personnel, interest groups, and others. They can
reach an audience with announcements of upcoming events, meeting invitations,
newsletters, summary reports, and other transportation-related information.

s Public Information Materials — Public information materials should be designed to
provide basic information about a process, project or document in a fast, concise, and
clear way. They are an essential form of communications in any public involvement
process. They are an easy way to update information periodically for both those
intimately involved and those who are not actively involved but are curious and
interested. This material should be widely distributed and can be graphic, non-technical
and non-verbal.

¢ Public Information Meetings — Public information meetings can take many forms and can
be used at various stages of a planning project. The two basic objectives of these
meetings would be to provide basic information about the topic and to receive input from
those in attendance in the form of direct verbal feedback. At a minimum, these meetings
should take place at the outset of the planning process to describe what is to take place
and at the end to describe the results. They can also be held at various interim points
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depending on the issues to be discussed, the complexity of the issues, and the degree to
which public input is sought or needed.

s Key Person Interviews — A key person interview is a one-on-one talk about the subject
with an individual recognized or designated as a community leader. A key person might
be an opinion leader, a spokesperson for the community or cause, an elected official, the
head of an organization, or a representative to local media. They are useful in rapidly
getting details on the community and in understanding residents’ priorities.

s Briefings — Briefings are information meetings with community groups or leaders. They
usually involve issue-focused communications between an agency, project managers,
board members or other staff and a specific group or part of the community.

s Video Techniques — Video techniques use recorded visual and oral messages to present
information to the public, primarily via tapes or laser disks. An easily understood video
is often more useful to some people than reading or hearing about transportation.
Because they can replay endlessly, they present the same message each time without
variation.

s Telephone Techniques — The telephone technique offers a unique, two-way medium for
public involvement. It can be used to obtain information and to give opinions. Calls can
by administered by using an auto attendant with tiered recording, an information bureau
that uses a staff person to respond to questions, email to respond to computer-based
queries, a hotline or voicemail, a fax on demand system, a telephone call in program, an
interactive voic e response system, or an interactive cable television information system.

s Maedia Strategies — Media strategies inform residents about projects and programs
through newspapers, radio, television and video, posters and variable message signs,
mass mailings of brochures or newsletters, and distribution fliers. This technique allows
the agency to frame the message rather than allowing the media to do it. It is often
incorporated into projects that need public focus, consensus, and understanding,

s Speakers Bureau— Speakers bureaus are groups of specially -trained representatives who
can speak about the process or program. They can be community or agency people, and
they meet with public and private organizations and groups on behalf of a project,
program, or planning activity. They provide information about planning or project
activities, listen to people’s concerns, answer questions, and seek continued participation
and input from the public.

FUNCTIONAL AREA 2 - HAVING FACE-TO-FACE MEETINGS

Meetings—formal and informal—are the backbone of a public involvement program. People
like, expect, and need firsthand opportunities to discuss agency programs and plans. They
provide a time and place for face-to-face contact and help establish two-way communications,
giving agencies an opportunity to respond directly to comments and dispel rumors or
misinformation.
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Because they require time and effort from all participants, meetings must be planned and

implemented carefully. Options for types of meetings and formats for their organizations are

described below.

A. Determine the Type of Meeting

The type of meetings and its level of formality are normally determined by its purpose in the
overall public involvement effort. The scheduling of meetings depends on the topics of
information. Sometimes a series of meetings is necessary. Potential types of meetings include

the following:

Public Meetings — Public meetings are designed to present information to the public and
obtain informal input from the community. They can be held throughout the planning
process and can be tailored to specific issues or groups. Anyone can attend, as either an
individual or a representative of a specific interest. They are designed to disseminate
information and achieve a basic level of community input from a wide representation of
community residents.

Public Hearings — Public hearings are more formal than public meetings and are normally
held prior to a decision point. Hearings require an official hearing officer and must
follow specific procedures to announce the time and place. They normally have a time
period during which written comments can be received, and the proceedings must be
recorded in written form as input to an agency.

Open House — An open house is an informal meetin g in which people get information
about a plan or project. It has no set formal agenda, and unlike a meeting, no formal
discussions and presentations take place. People get information informally from
exhibits and staff and are encouraged to give opinions, comments, and preferences to
staff either orally or in writing. Normally, information is provided buffet-style; agencies
reserve table space for comments sheets, agency staff is available to answer questions or
provide details, there is no fixed agenda, and take-home material is often given.

Open Forum Hearing — A public forum hearing expands a public hearing to include
elements of an open house. In addition, after reviewing exhibits and working with staff,
participants can comment on a proposal for the formal transcript of the public hearing.

Conferences — Conferences are special meetings to inform people and solicit input on
specific policy issues, plans or projects. In size and importance, they range from a subset
of a larger meeting to a large multi-day event. They are highly-structured programs of
presentations and discussions, usually with an overall theme. They can have
presentations or panel discussion followed by questions.

Workshops — A workshop is a task-oriented meeting organized around a particular topic
or activity. It typically involves a relatively small group and addresses aspects of a
narrowly defined topic. Sometimes workshops can be part of a larger meeting or
conference.

September 19, 2002
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B. Select the Format of the Meeting

Meetings focus on discussion, whether people are giving opinions, debating issues, or challenging
an agency. They can be explanatory or consensus building. The specific techniques used to
organize and format meetings are important because they help people think and discuss issues,
decide how they are personally affected, and identify how proposed solutions impact community
life. Meetings traditionally begin with presentations given by one or several speakers then
continue with a discussion. Organizing features could include the following:

¢ Brainstorming — Participants brainstorm when they come together in a freethinking forum
to generate ideas. This does not have to be an unstructured method of eliciting ideas
from a group but can be an effective method of moving participants out of conflicts and
toward consensus. Brainstorming is most effective when the groups generate as many
solutions as possible, list every ideas presented without comment or evaluation, evaluate
ideas to each consensus, and prioritize ideas.

s Charrette — A charrette is a meeting to resolve a problem or issue within a specified time
limit. The sponsoring agency usually sets the goals and time limit with the leader
responsible for bringing out all points of view from concerned local residents, agency
representatives, and experts. The normal components are a clear definition of issues to be
resolved, an analysis of the problem and alternative approaches, an assignment of small
groups, the use of staff people, a presentation of final proposals, and a consensus and
final resolution.

s Visioning — Visioning leads to a statement of goals. Typically, it consists of a series of
meetings focused on long-range issues. Visioning results in a long-range plan. Priorities
and performance standards can be part of visioning. Visioning uses participation as a
source of ideas in the establishment of a long-range policy. It draws upon feelings to
solicit opinions, and after consideration it generates a single integrated vision.

¢ Small Group Techniques — Small groups, typically limited to twenty or fewer members,
are designed to facilitate the participation of each member in a setting more conducive to
informal discussion. They meet as small gatherings or as break-outs of large meetings
and emphasize active partic ipation and interaction, are run by a group leader or
facilitator, have a theme or goal, help reach consensus or develop priorities, gather a
range of ideas and concerns and apply them to either planning or project development,
and report back to the larger group.

FUNCTIONAL AREA 3- GETTING FEEDBACK

Besides dispensing information and arousing interest in a transportation project, public
involvement programs elicit public feedback and support. Public comments are received by
agencies in the form of question, challenges, or suggestions for alternative ways of dealing with
issues. Feedback provides new ideas and perspectives to help agencies devise plans and projects
that meet the public’s need. It measures the depth of the public’s understanding of the issues and
provides a means of assessing the relative success of the outreach program.
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The following are elements of getting feedback:

A. Establishing Places for Information

Giving people information about transportation projects is a fundamental step toward getting their
informed feedback. Agencies need to establish a variety of places where the public knows
information is readily and conveniently available. New places to give out information are crucial.
New high-tech methods can effectively ensure that all aspects of the community are being
reached. Some non-traditional ways to get information out include:

On-Line Services — On-line services provide communications through a computer
network around-the-clock. They are a cross between a personal computer and a telephone
line. The keys to on-line services are that the information can be up-to-date and the
access is instantaneous.

Hotlines — Hotlines are agency telephone lines that receive inquiries from the general
public. They offer updated information on a project and general news regarding a special
program. They should be well publicized, be open at a minimum during business hours,
have an answering machine if staff is not available, normally have a staff person
designated to receive and respond to calls, and have a policy regarding how to respond to
calls.

Drop-in Centers — A drop-in center is a place for give-and-take exchange of
transportation information within a neighborhood or community. An easy-to-find
location on home turf makes it convenient and easy for people to get information.

B. Develop Program

Standard meeting formats are not always successful in bringing out a full range of community
viewpoints or resolving differences of opinion. Sometimes participants need other ways to make
their views known and to build consensus. Agencies can use some specific means to obtain
feedback from participants and weigh it along with other people’s positions. Ways to get direct
feedback include:

Focus Groups — A focus group is a toll to gauge public opinion. Borrowed from the
marketing and advertising industry, it regards transportation as a product that can be
improved and the public as customers for that product. It can identify needs, wants, and
expectations. A focus group uses a small group discussion with professional leadership.
A carefully selected group of individuals convenes to discuss and give opinions on a
single topic. Participants are selected in two ways: random selection or non-random
selection to elicit a particular point of view.

Public Opinion Surveys — Public opinion surveys assess widespread public opinion from
a sample of people via a written questionnaire or through interviews in person, by phone,
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or by electronic media. The limited sample is considered representative of a larger group.
They can be formal (scientifically assembled and administered) or informal.

s Facilitation — Facilitation is the guidance of a group in a problem-solving process. The
group leader—a facilitator—is neutral in regard to the issues or topics. The facilitator
works with the group as a whole and provides procedural help in moving toward a
conclusion.

FUNCTIONAL AREA 4 - USING SPECIAL TECHNIQUES TO ENHANCE
PARTICIPATION

Public involvement programs aim to involve the largest possible segment of the population yet
traditional methods such as meetings and hearings frequently interest only a small group of
people. Capturing the attention of a larger, more representative group may require the use of
special techniques to enhance participation. Special techniques may attract both new and existing
participants or give a jump-start to a lackluster program. The following are several options.

A. Holding Special Events

Special events can effectively generate interest if they are used sparingly and are kept light-
hearted and fun for participants. They should have a holiday-like feel and give people the
opportunity to meet others and share their ideas in a friendly non-threatening setting. A one-time
special event can benefit most public involvement programs by reaching new participants,
helping recruit neighbors to the process, and generate interest in the issue.

Two techniques with potentially significant use for transportation projects are transportation fairs
and games and contests:

s Transportation Fair — A transportation fair is an event used to interest community
members in transportation and specific project or programs. It is typically a one-day
event, heavily promoted to encourage people to attend. Attraction such as futuristic
vehicles can be used to bring people to the fair, and noted personalities can also draw
participation.

s Games and Contests — Games and contests are special ways to attract and engage people
who might not otherwise participate. They often vividly demonstrate issues and the
consequences of decisions. They typically include board games, card games, computer
simulations, crossword puzzles, games of chance, and essay or design contests.

B. Changing a Meeting Approach

A modest shake-up in the meeting approach can often inject new life into a dying public
involvement program. For instance, changing the venue may change people’s perspective,
changing the dynamics of interaction may allow new viewpoints, or alternating group leadership
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may spark interest. Non-traditional meeting places may help, as could a site visit to some
transportation projects.

C. New Ways to Communicate

New ways to communicate include interactive television, interactive displays and kiosks,
computer presentations and simulations, and teleconferencing. As new technology becomes more
prevalent, its potential for public involvement increases.
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This technical memorandum addresses part of Task 4a, which culminates in the
identification of preliminary statewide goals and objectives for the Hawaii Statewide
Transportation Plan (STP). As part of Task 4a, a series of meetings with relevant
divisions within the State of Hawaii Department of Transportation (HDOT) were held in
order to gather information and documentation on all current plans and programs. This
technical memorandum contains a review of the goals and objectives used to guide
these plans and programs. Subsequent tasks will involve synthesis of the goals and
objectives in current plans and input received through the ongoing public participation
process being undertaken as part of the STP development, so that a preliminary set of
statewide goals and objectives couid be developed.

The following previous and existing transportation plans were identified and reviewed:

1. Interim Statewide Transportation Plan for the State of Hawaii, prepared for State
of Hawaii Department of Transportation, prepared by Kaku Associates, Inc., July
2000.

2. QOahu Commercial Harbors 2020 Master Plan, prepared for State of Hawaii DOT

Harbors Division, prepared by Hawaii Stevedores, Inc., May 1997.

Hawaii Commercial Harbor 2020 Master Plan, State of Hawaii Department of

Transportation Harbor Division, August 1998.

Kahului Commercial Harbor 2025 Master Plan, State of Hawaii Department of

Transportation Harbor Division, July 2000.

Hawaii Long Range Land Transportation Plan — Final Report, prepared for State

of Hawaii DOT, prepared by Frederic R. Harris, May 1998.

Kauai Long-Range Land Transportation Plan, prepared for State of Hawaii DOT,

prepared by Austin, Tsutsumi & Associates, Inc., May 1997.

“Transporiation for Oahu Plan 2025, Level 2 Evaluation Process (Draft for

Review), Carter and Burgess Inc., 1/16/2001.

Final Statewide Airport System Plan - Volume 1, prepared for State of Hawaii

Department of Transportation Airports Division, prepared by R.M. Towill

Corporation, June 1998.

> @

& N o @

The set of plans listed above cover the three divisions of the Hawaii State Department of
Transportation: Harbors, Airports, and Land. Many of the plans above are county (e.g.,
Kauai) or facility (e.g., Kahului Harbor) specific. While the set of available plans covers
all three transportation divisions, it does not always include plans for every county or
region in the State. It is also worth noting that all of the documents listed above contain
long-range (20+ years) plans, which would make them comparable in terms of timeframe
to the Statewide Transportation Plan, the subject of this memo.

Sections 1 through 4 summarize the goals and objectives used to guide the
development of each plan or program. Sections 5 and 6 discuss the Hawaii State Plan
Goals and the seven planning factors specified in the federal Transportation Equity Act
for the 21% Century (TEA-21). The final section synthesizes the document reviews and
formulates several conclusions about preliminary Statewide Goals and Objectives.
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SECTION 1: STATEWIDE, MULTIMODAL PLANS

Interim Statewide Transportation Plan for the State of Hawaii

This interim, statewide, multimodal plan was completed in July of 2000. It specifies
seven long-range transportalion planning goals:

1. Mobility and Accessibility: To improve mobility and accessibility for both people and
freight through the provision of quality transportation options.

2. Safety and Security: Ensure community safety and security through the physical
design and operation of new and existing transportation facilities and through the
selection of projects which promote safe and secure living environments.

3. Statewide Planning, Programming, and Decision Making: Integrate the various
mode-specific planning processes and improve cooperation between all levels of
government, the private sector, and the general public in order to best improve the
transportation system as a whole, in an equitable manner.

4. Environment and Quality of Life: Provide a transportation system that preserves and
reinforces environmental quality and livable communities.

5. Funding and Financing: Ensure adequate, continuous, and predictable public and
private funding to meet the prioritized transportation needs.

6. Economic Development: Provide a transportation system that supports Hawaii's

economic goals especially by enabling global competitiveness, productivity, and
efficiency.

7. Stakeholder and Public Involvement: Establish processes that epable public and
stakeholders to build consensus on transportation decisions and which are
responsive to public and stakeholders’ concerns.

These goals aim to be flexible, dynamic, and able to keep pace with the State as it
develops over the 20-year lifetime of the plan. Several "Measures of Effectiveness” and
“Currently Preferred Methods for Achieving the Goal” are specified per goal. These
details are intended to guide the attainment of each goal by clarifying the meaning and
intentions of the goal. They are also expected to change as Hawaii and its global
context change over the coming years. '

An example of a "Measures of Effectiveness” for the first goal is "availability of
transportation options”™. An example of a "Currently Preferred Methods for Achieving the
Goal” is to “provide a reasonable level and variety of public transit services that

adequately meet statewide and community needs. The full set of *Measures of
Effectiveness” and "Currently Preferred...” are contained in Appendix A.
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SECTION 2: PLANS FOR THE HARBOR DIVISION

Three plans specific to the Harbor Division were reviewed: the Oahu Commercial
Harbors 2020 Master Plan, the Hawaii Commercial Harbors 2020 Master Plan, and the
Kahului Commercial Harbor 2025 Master Plan. The mission, objectives, and planning
processes used in each plan are very similar as is illustrated by the following sections.

Oahu Commercial Harbors 2020 Master Plan

The following paragraphs excerpted from this document summarize the port system’s
primary mission, objectives used lo guide the planning process, and organizations
involved in the planning effort.

“The State DOT Harbors Division’s jurisdiction over commercial harbor facilities is
primarily directed at the movement of cargo, passenger and fishing vessels entering,
leaving, or traveling within the State, and the facilities and supporting services for
loading, off-loading, and handling of these vessels, their cargo and passengers. The
Oahu Commercial Harbors 2020 Master Plan therefore supports the port system’s
primary mission with this long-range planning guide for the development of safe,
efficient, economically viable harbor facilities. Developed by a consortium of the
maritime industry, other ancillary harbor users and government agencies, this Master
Plan addresses the desperate need for harbor space by these focal maritime operations
which are paramount to the welfare of the State.”

“This maritime planning effort was conducted in accordance with the following
objectives:

1. Plan the proper development of Oahu's commercial harbors, thereby facilitating
maritime shipments of the essential commodities required by the State of Hawaii and
ils citizenry;

2. Oplimize the utilization of land and water resources committed to marine cargo,
passenger, and fishing operations in an economically responsible manner;

3. Provide terminals, other harbor resources, and access to these facilities in locations
along the Honolulu waterfront, at Barbers Point and other locations in a manner that
best relates to and serves Hawaii's port system in an efficient, safe, and secure
manner:;

4. Minimize the impact on environmental quality and recreational opportunities
contiguous with port facilities,”

Hawaii Commercial Harbor 2020 Master Plan

The following paragraphs excerpted from this document summarize the port system’s
primary mission, objectives used to guide the planning process, and organizations
involved in the planning effort.

“The State DOT Harbors Division's jurisdiction over commercial harbor facilities is
primarily directed at the movement of cargo, passenger and fishing vessels entering,
leaving, or traveling within the State, and the facilities and supporting services for
loading, off-loading, and handling of these vessels, their cargo and passengers. The
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Hawaii Commercial Harbors 2020 Master Plan therefore supports the port system’s
primary mission with this long-range planning guide for the development of safe,
efficient,  economically viable harbor facilities. Developed by a consortium of the
maritime industry, other ancillary harbor users and government agencies, this Master
Plan addresses the desperate need for harbor space by these focal maritime operations
which are paramount fo the welfare of the State.”

“This maritime planning effort was conducted in accordance with the following
objectives:

1. Plan the proper development of Hilo and Kawaihae Harbor, thereby facilitating
maritime shipments of the essential commodities required by Hawaii's citizenry;

2. Optimize the utilization of land and water resources committed to marine cargo,
passenger, and fishing operations in an economically responsible manner;

3. Provide terminals, other harbor resources, and access to these facilities in locations
within Hilo Bay, Kawaihae Bay, and other locations in @ manner that best relates to
and serves Hawaii's port system in an efficient, safe, and secure manner;

4. Minimize the impact on environmental quality and recreational opportunities
contiguous with Hawaii’s port facilities.”

Kahului Commercial Harbor 2025 Master Plan

The following paragraphs excerpted from this document summarize the port system’s
primary mission, objectives used fo guide the planning process, and organizations
involved in the planning effort.

“The Stale of Department Harbors Division's jurisdiction over commercial harbor facilities
is primarily directed at the movement of cargo, passenger and fishing vessels entering,
leaving, or traveling within Hawaii, and the facilities and supporting services for loading,
off-loading, and handling of these vessels, their cargo and passengers. The Kahului
Commercial Harbors 2025 Master Plan therefore supports the port system'’s primary
mission with this long-range planning guide for the development of safe, efficient,
economically viable harbor facilities. Developed by a consortium of the maritime
industry, other ancillary harbor users and government agencies, the 2025 Master Plan
addresses the desperate need for harbor space by these focal maritime operations
which are paramount to the welfare of Hawaii.”

“This maritime planning effort was conducled in accordance with the following
objectives:

1. Plan the proper development of Kahului Harbor, thereby facilitating marilime
shipments of the essential commodities required by Maui's citizenry;

2. Optimize the utilization of land and water resources committed to marine cargo and
passenger operations in an economically responsible manner:

3. Provide terminals, other harbor resources, and access to these facilities in locations
within Kahului Bay and other locations in a manner that best relates to and serves
Maui in an efficient, safe, and secure manner;

4. Minimize the impact on environmental quality and recreational opportunities
contiguous with Maui's port facilities.”

AR00025364



SECTION 3: PLANS FOR THE LAND TRANSPORTATION DIVISION

Hawaii Long Range Land Transportation Plan - Final Report

The goals and objectives of the Hawaii Long Range Land Transportation Plan were
produced based on input from the Technical Advisory Committee, the Citizens Advisory
Committee (CAC), and community representatives. The adopted goals are listed below.
The objectives per goal are contained in Appendix B.

1. Provide a transportation system whereby people and goods can move efficiently,
- safely, comfortably and economically.
Provide non-motorized transportation facilities which support community planning,
improve quality of life and create a more person-friendly environment.
Provide a transportation system with a variety of modes that is accessible to
residents and visitors.
Prevent congestion from developing through efficient use of existing systems and
through implementation of transportation demand management.
Develop intermodal links to airports, harbors, and transit from major thoroughfares.
Identify a variety of transportation funding sources.

L

Kauai Long-Range Land Transportation Plan

This document does not identify any specific goals and objectives.

Transportation for Oahu Plan 2025

The draft Transportation for Oahu Plan 2025 identifies four goals:

» Transportation Service: Develop and maintain Oahu’s island-wide Transportation
System to ensure efficient, safe, convenient, and economical movement of people
and goods.

» Quality of Life: Develop and maintain Oahu's transportation system in a manner
which maintains environmental quality and community cohesiveness

» Community Responsibility: Develop and maintain Oahu’s transportation system in a
manner that is sensitive to community needs and desires

» Demand Management: Develop a travel demand management system for Oahu
which optimizes use of transportation resources

Each goal has several objectives associated with it, and each objective has one or more
“plan performance measures” specified for it. Also, each objective has one or more of
six “design intents of project” (congestion relief, secondary access, local circulation or
facility access, support for development goals, safety, and overall plan element)
associated with it. The full set of goals, objectives, “plan performance measures”, and
“design intents of project” are contained in Appendix C.

As an example, the first objective for the first goal, Transportation Service, is “Increase
peak period person carrying capacity on Oahu’s transportation network”. One “design
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intent” for projects satisfying this objective is identified: congestion relief. Several
performance measures are specified: overall change in screenline V/IC for selected
screenlines; change in average travel time to selected destinations; change in number of
congested lane miles in system; and average peak hour speed on network.

SECTION 4: PLANS FOR THE AIRPORT DIVISION

Final Statewide Airport System Plan - Volume 1

The conclusions and recommendations of the Statewide Airporis System Plan were
developed based on three major elements of a “strategic framework™:

1. Airport System Vision, Mission, Goals, and Objectives
2. Airport System Planning Criteria
3. Airport System Investment Criteria

The vision of the statewide airports system is stated as: "working together to provide
gateways of aloha.” The mission of the Airports Division of the State of Hawaii,
Department of Transportation is to "develop, manage and maintain a high quality
statewide air transportation system with the spirit of aloha for Hawaii's residents and
visitors.” Consistent with this mission the Airports Division has established the following
four goals for the statewide airport system:

Meet the current and forecast demand for air transportation service

Position Hawaii as a world-class tourist destination

Develop public-private cooperation between the airports system and its key
stakeholders

4. Implement modern techniques in management of the airports system

LN

Each goal is supported by several objectives that are not listed here for the sake of
brevity, but are contained in Appendix D.

The second major element of the “strategic framework™ used to develop the Statewide
Airport Systems Plan is planning criteria. These criteria aim to facilitate informed and
responsible choices among competing needs. They are used to evaluate projecis
against important considerations and requirements. The criteria are divided into three
priority groupings, with the "Priority One™ group receiving the highest weight. The
Priority Criteria are listed below.

Priority One Planning Criteria

Projects that are required for:

Safety and security of passengers, personnel and cargo;
Compliance with federal, state, or local laws or regulations;
Ongoing operation and maintenance of primary airports;
Providing capacily fo meet existing demand.

*

® B ®
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Priority Two Planning Criteria

Projects that are required for:

* Future long-term airport development;

Providing capacity to meet forecast demand in the six-year time horizon;
Meeting passenger level of service requirements;

Ongoing operation and maintenance of the secondary airports;
Providing essential air service to remote areas of the State; and/or
Providing for new air service.

. » % B

Priority Three Planning Criteria

Projects that are required for:

» Providing facility capacity to meet forecast demand in the horizon to 2020

» Increasing administrative productivity and reducing the cost of operation of
the statewide airport system;

= Providing for the facility requirements for non-commercial aviation.

The final element of the “strategic plan” is airport system investment criteria. The
purpose of establishing investment criteria for the Statewide Airport System Plan is to
provide policy guidance for staff to select between facility development projects that are
competing for scarce investment capital. The investment criteria provide assistance in
rank ordering the potential capital improvements within the statewide airport system.

The investment criteria are based on both the financial results of a potential investment
and the source of funds for the investment. For example, higher priority is assigned o

projects targeted to result in near-term financial returns, and 1o projects funded by
existing or externally granted sources of funds.

SECTION 5: HAWAII STATE PLAN GOALS

The Hawaii State Plan does not deal exclusively with transportation as do the previous
plans and programs discussed, though transportation is one component of the overall

State Plan. The Hawaii State Plan sets forth the following three goals and unifying
themes:

* A slrong, viable economy, characterized by stability, diversity, and growth, that
enables the fulfiliment of the needs and expectations of Hawaii's present and future
generations.

« A desired physical environment, characterized by beauty, cleanliness, quiet, stable,
natural systems, and uniqueness, that enhances the mental and physical well-being
of the people.

» Physical, social, and economic well-being, for individuals and families in Hawaii, that

nourishes a sense of community responsibility, of caring, and of participation in
community life.
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SECTION 6: PLANNING FACTORS IDENTIFIED BY TEA-21

In June 1998, the President signed the Transportation Equity Act for the 21* Century
(TEA-21) authorizing highway, highway safety, transit, and other surface transportation
programs for the next six years. TEA-21 is the successor to the Intermodal Surface
Transportation Efficiency Act of 1991 (ISTEA), which was the prior major authorizing
legislation for surface transportation at the federal level.

Many key ISTEA statewide planning provisions are continued through TEA-21. Several
key modifications have been made as well. Amongst them is the consolidation of the 16
metropolitan and 23 statewide planning factors into seven broad areas to be considered
in the planning process. The seven areas are listed below:

1. Support the economic vitality of the United States, the States, and the
metropolitan areas, especially by enabling global competitiveness, productivity,
and efficiency;

2. Increase the safety and security of the transportation system for motorized and
non-moftorizes users; “

3. Increase the accessibility and mobility options available to people and freight;

4. Protect and enhance the environment, promote energy conservation, and
improve quality of life;

5. Enhance the integration and connectivity of the transportation system, across
and between modes throughout the State, for people and freight;

6. Promote efficient system management and operations; and

7. Emphasize the preservation of the existing transportation system.

SECTION 7: OBSERVATIONS AND NEXT STEPS

After reviewing the goals, objectives, and methodologies for applying the goals and
objectives to the planning process in the range of transportation plans, several
observations may be made.

The goals of the Interim Statewide Transportation Plan for the State of Hawaii have a
broader nature than the goals specified in the division-specific and/or region-specific
plans, as might be expected. The goals of the statewide plan do not refer specifically to
any of the elements of the transportation system (e.g. airports, harbors, rail), but rather
refers to the "transportation system.” Also, the statewide plan goals do not make

reference to specific areas or facilities (such as Honolulu Airport or County of Maui), in
contrast to the division-specific plans.

To illustrate the intent of the goal, the Interim Statewide Transportation Plan relates the
goals to sample elements of the transportation system, areas within the state, or certain
facilities in a list called “currently preferred methods for achieving the goal.”

The various division-specific and region-specific plans identify some common and some
unique goals. For instance, the three Harbor Division plans include a goal to “optimize
the utilization of land and water resources committed to marine cargo...in an
economically responsible manner”. A comparable goal is not identified in the Airport
Division plan. However, the Hawaii Long-Range Land Transportation Plan identifies a
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Somewhat similar goal to “prevent congestion from developing through efficient use of
existing systems and through implementation of transportation demand management.”

As in the case of Interim Statewide Transportation Plan, many of the division-specific
plans specifically expand on their goals through devices such as “planning criteria,”
“objectives,” or “design intents.” In the case of several plans, these devices form part of
a methodology for incorporating the goals into the planning process. In many cases they
clarify the meaning or intent of the goals.

Subsequent tasks will involve analysis of the goals and objectives in current plans.
Combined with input received through the ongoing public participation process being
undertaken as part of the STP development, they will serve as the basis for the
formulation of a preliminary set of statewide goals and objectives.
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Appendix A
Interim Hawaii Statewide Transportation Plan

Goals, Measures of Effectiveness, and Currently Preferred
Method for Achieving the Goal
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The set of seven statewide planning goals are as follows:

I Mobility and Accessibility: To improve mobility and accessibility for both people and
freight through the provision of quality transportation options.

. Safety and Security: Ensure community safety and security through the physical design
and operation of new and existing transportation facilities and through the selection of
projects which promote safe and secure living environments.

.  Statewide Planning, Programming, and Decision Making: Integrate the various mode-
specific planning processes and improve cooperation between all levels of government,
the private sector, and the general public in order to best improve the transportation
system as a whole, in an equitable manner.

V. Environment and Quality of Life: Provide a transportation system which preserves and
reinforces environmental quality and livable communities.

V.  Funding and Financing: Ensure adequate, continuous and predictable public and private
funding to meet the prioritized transportation needs.

VI. Economic Development: Provide a transportation system which supporls Hawaii's
economic goals especially by enabling global competitiveness, productivity, and
efficiency.

Vil.  Stakeholder and Public Involvement: Establish processes which enable public and

stakeholders to build consensus on transportation decisions and which are responsive
1o public and stakeholders’ concerns.

The next few sections discuss each goal individually and in more detail.,

GOAL I MOBILITY AND ACCESSIBILITY

TO IMPROVE MOBILITY AND ACCESSIBILITY FOR BOTH PEOPLE AND FREIGHT THROUGH THE PROVISION OF
QUALITY TRANSPORTATION OPTIONS.

Measures of Effecliveness:

L

Availability of transportation options

Quality of transportation options - time, comfort (is it a pleasant experience -
congestion/stress, air quality, noise), safety, monelary cosl to user.

Statewide Transportation Plan - Draft 03/20/00, Page I-5
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Currently Preferred Methods for Achieving this Goal:

1.

GOAL II:

Upgrade intermodal connections between

. airports and ground transport,
. harbors and ground franspon,
. airports and harbors via ground transport, and

various ground transport modes such as auto, mass transit, bicycle, and
pedestrian.

Accommodate freight transshipment and storage needs through the provision of
adequate airport and harbor systems and support facilities.

Provide a reasonable level and variety of public transit services that adequately
meet statewide and community needs.

Employ transportation demand management strategies to reduce travel demands

or shift them to low-cost, low-energy, environmentally friendly modes such as
biking and walking.

Use operational and transportation systems management strategies to enhance
the performance of Hawaii’s transportation system.

Invest in proactive infrastructure maintenance and rehabilitation.

Improve air travel options.

Sample projects:

»

Planned Kalaeloa Airport, a general aviation airport, o relieve traffic at the
Honolulu International Airport.

SAFETY AND SECURITY

ENSURE COMMUNITY SAFETY AND SECURITY THROUGH THE PHYSICAL DESIGN AND OPERATION OF NEWAND

EXISTING TRANSPORTATION FACILITIES AND THROUGH THE SELECTION OF PROJECTS WHICH PROMOTE SAFE
AND SECURE LIVING ENVIRONMENTS.

Statewide Transportation Plan - Draft

03/21/00, Page II-6
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Measures of Effectiveness

. projected change in frequency and/or severity of physical harm to users and/or
: non-users of the facility.

’ Projected change in frequency and severity of physical violence, not directly
caused by the operation of the transportation facility.

GOAL : STATEWIDE PLANNING, PROGRAMMING, AND DECISION MAKING

INTEGRATE THE VARIOUS MODE-SPECIFIC PLANNING PROCESSES AND IMPROVE COOPERATION BETWEEN ALL
LEVELS OF GOVERNMENT, THE PRIVATE SECTOR, AND THE GENERAL PUBLIC IN ORDER TO BEST IMPROVE THE
TRANSPORTATION SYSTEM AS A WHOLE, IN AN EQUITABLE MANNER,

Measures of Effectiveness

Satisfaction of all levels of government, the privale sector, and the general public.

» Transportation system-wide (rather than mode specific) level of service and cost
effectiveness,

Both long-term and short-term level of service and cost effectiveness.

Currently Preferred Methods for Achieving this Goal:

1. Emprm}e coordination amongst the existing airporis, harbors, and land
transportation planning processes.

Sample method:

Integrate the airport, harbor, and fand transportation plans with

consideration for the system-optimal distribution of financial resources
amongst modes.,

2. Ensure that the stalewide trarisportation planning process is conducted in a
manner consistent with Federal requirements and regulations.

Statewide Transportation Plan - Draft 03/21/00, Page it-7
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3. Identify and plan for both short-term and long-term transportation needs.
Sample Methods:

*  Ensure preservation of right-of-ways for construction of future transporiation
projects

. Develop a financially constrained long range plan
4. Better coordinate land use planning with transportation planning.

5. Improve coordination amongst Federal, State, County, Metropolitan, Non-
Metropolitan, and private transportation activities and programs.

GOAL IV: ENVIRONMENT AND QUALITY OF LIFE

PROVIDE A TRANSPORTATION SYSTEM WHICH PRESERVES AND REINFORCES ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY AND
LIVABLE COMMUNITIES.

Measures of Effectiveness

Degree of attainment of Federal and State noise, air, and water quality standards.

»

Degree of attainment of Federal and State energy conservation goals.

Satisfaction of affected communities and environmental groups.

Currently Preferred Methods for Achieving this Goal:

1. Encourage safe and convenient use of low-cost, energy efficient, non-polluting
means of fransportation.

Sample Projects:
. Provision of bikeways

*  Provision of pedestrian walkways

Statewide Transportation Plan - Draft 03/21/00, Page lI-8
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2. Encourage the design and development of transportation systems sensitive to
Hawaii’s scenic beauty and natural environment.

Sample Methods:

. Give funding priority to projects which are sensitive to Hawaii’s scenic
beauly and natural environment.

3. Develop and maintain the transportation system to meet noise, air, and water
quality standards set by Federal and State agencies.

Sample Methods:

* Give funding priority to projects which best attain noise, air, and/or water
quality standards.

4.  Ensure that energy conservation goals set by Federal, State, or Local agencies
are considered in the development and maintenance of the transportation system.

5.  Encourage the design and development of transportation systems sensitive to the
needs of affected communities.

6. Minimize disruption of existing neighborhoods due to transportation system
construction.

7.  Ensure that physically-challenged, elderly, and economlcaliy~dlsadvamaged
persons have reasonable access to fransportation services.

GOAL V: FUNDING AND FINANCING

ENSURE ADEQUATE, CONTINUOUS AND PREDICTABLE PUBLIC AND PRIVATE FUNDING TO MEET THE
PRIORITIZED TRANSPORTATION NEEDS.

Measures of Effectiveness

Monetary and non-monetary cost of project delays resulling from inadequate, or
unpredictable funding.

Statewide Transportation Plan - Draft 03/21/00, Page II-9
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Currently Preferred Methods for Achieving this Goal:

1. Ensure that financial feasibility is considered in the development of the STP.

Sample Methods:

. Develop annual budgets for each year within the twemy year planning
horizon of the STP.

2. Ensure that financial resources are balanced amongst projects specific to State,
Federal, or local needs.

3.  Ensure that financial resources are balanced amongst air, harbor, ground
transport, and intermodal projects.

4.  Monitor maintenance needs of the existing system and factor the cost of deferring
maintenance into prioritization decisions and financial feasibility analysis.

GOAL VI ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT

PROVIDE A TRANSPORTATION SYSTEM WHICH SUPPORTS HAWAI'S ECONOMIC GOALS ESPECIALLY BY
ENABLING GLOBAL COMPETITIVENESS, PRODUCTIVITY, AND EFFICIENCY.

Measures of Effectiveness:

Availability of long-term, meaningful employment opportunities.

. Unemployment rate,

. Degree of economic stability, diversity, and growth,

Currently Preferred Methods for Achieving this Goal:

1. Enable orderly economic growth and development by coordinating public and
private sector efforts.

2. Maintainand improve the transportation system in a manner which accommodates
planned population distributions and land use development policy.

Statewide Transportation Plan - Draft 03/21/00, Page H-10
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3.  Help meet the State’s economic and agricultural diversification & self-sufficiency
goals by providing a transportation system which enables Hawaii to benefit from
emerging global opportunities related to Hawai’s export, tourism, or other

industries.
Sample Projects:

. Planned Kalaeloa Airport

»  Increase the availability and quality of public and private services belween
resort areas, airports, and other tourist destinations.

GOAL VIl:  STAKEHOLDER AND PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT

ESTABUISH PROCESSES WHICH ENABLE PUBLIC AND STAKEHOLDERS TO BUILD CONSENSUS ON
TRANSPORTATION DECISIONS AND WHICH ARE RESPONSIVE TO PUBLIC AND STAKEHOLDERS’ CONCERNS.

Measures of Effectiveness:

L 2

Number and variety of public meeting atiendees. Ensure that a sutficient number
of meelings is held for each specific purpose recognizing that the desired
attendance levels may vary depending on the purpose of the meeting.

Currently Preferred Methods for Achieving this Goal:

1. Ensure that development of the STP includes a proactive public participation
process providing opportunities for early and continuing public involvement.

2. Inaccordance with TEA-21, the federal Transportation Equity Act, provide citizens,
affected public agencies, freight shippers, private providers of transportation,
representatives of users of public transit, providers of freight transpontation

services, and other interested parties with a reasonable opportunity to comment
on the proposed STP,

3. In response to TEA-21, ensure that the needs of non-metropolitan regions and
Tribal governments are represented throughout the public participation process.

4. Educale the public and stakeholders about environmental concermns and trade-offs.

Statewide Transportation Plan - Draft 03121100, Page H-11
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Appendix B
Hawaii Long Range Land Transportation Plan — Final Report

Goals and Objectives
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(3)  The need to preserve corridors for future transportation use(s) was clearly recognized.

(4)  Safety was a top priority. Safety has been compromised by mixing traffic on a roadway
system which predominantly comprises two-lane roads. Separations are needed . as
volumes increase: separation of through traffic from local traffic in town centers;

separation of trucks and slow moving vehicles (e.g. construction, farm) from other
vehicles.

From these several themes (many of which were CAC generated), a revised set of goal
statements and objectives was formulated. The adopted goals and objectives are listed below.

Goal 1: Provide a transportation system whereby people and goods can move
efficiently, safely, comfortably and economically.

Objectives:  1-1.  Provide a transportation system which enhances desired growth, physical
development and land use patterns for Hawaii County.

1-2.  Pursue land use initiatives which help reduce the demand for travel.

1-3.  Provide a transportation system that meets historic, recreational, natural
resource and environmental goals.

1-4.  Establish and maintain scenic routes between communities.
1-5.  Improve the design of high accident intersections.
1-6.  Establish and maintain routes to military installations.

1-7.  Establish a roadway plan for future corridors. Preserve and secure
necessary rights-of-way for future projects and corridors.

1-8.  Coordinate new road plans with Hawaiian Homelands development plans.
1-9.  Widen or replace narrow and substandard bridges.

Goal 2: Provide non-motorized transportation facilities which support community
planning, improve quality of life and create a more person-friendly
environment.

Objectives:  2-1.  Provide programs which emphasize person trip planning other than by car.

2-2.  Provide bikeways and safe crossings from residential areas to schools.

2-3.  Support a safe pedestrian orientation in town centers by building by-passes
for through vehicular traffic. '

Hawaii Long Range Land Transportation Plan Page 13
FINAL REPORT (May 1998)
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2-4.  Create a series of trails and greenways that can be used for transportation;
include both trails on roads and trails on their own right-of-way.

2-5. Improve the design of high-accident intersections.
2-6.  Pave shoulders to create more bike lan

Goal 3: Provide a transportation system with a variety of modes which is accessible
to residents and visitors.

Objectives:  3-1. Provide a public transportation system in devcloped high growth areas and
areas with high densities.

3-2.  Improve the mobility of Hawaii County’s rural population.
3-3.  Provide an efficient public transit route between East and West Hawaii.

3-4.  Provide public transit accessibility to elderly, disabled, and economically
disadvantaged individuals.

3-5.  Ensure user and community safety and security in the design and operation
of transportation facilities.

3-6. Encourage energy conservation in transportation.
3-7.  Encourage private systems for employees and for tourists.

3-8.  Provide accommodation on public transit for those who are unable to
drive, including the elderly and handicapped.

3-9.  Provide shuttle systems in town using vehicles smaller than a bus.

Goal 4: Prevent congestion from developing through efficient use of existing systems
and through implementation of trausportation demand management.

Objectives:  4-1.  Provide programs for vanpools and carpools (ridesharing) to increase
vehicle occupancy during peak commute periods.

4-2.  Encourage the use of public transportation.

4-3.  Establish a bikeway system for commnute trips, recreation, and other trip
purposes.

4-4.  Encourage walkways, telecommuting and other non-polluting modes.

Hawaii Long Range Land Transportation Plan Page 14
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4.5, Encourage safe and convenient transportation that is low-cost, energy-
: efficient, and non-polluting.

4-6.  Encourage quality-of-life improvements through improved mobility
opportunities and travel reduction.

Goal 5: Develop intermodal links to airports, harbors and transit from major
thoroughfares.

Objectives:  5-1.  Establish and maintain a network of transportation terminals including
airports and harbors which promotes and influences economic
development and desired land use patterns.

5-2.  Provide accessibility to seaports in Hilo, Kona and Kawaihae for shipping,
docking and storage facilities.

5-3.  Provide access to airports in Hilo, Kona and Waimea.

5-4.  Provide sidewalks, bikeways and bicycle storage facilities at transportation
terminals and work centers. :

5-5.  Provide systems for the efficient movement of goods. Provide

transportation systems and programs which assist economic growth and
diversification.

5-6.  Provide truck climbing lanes, pull outs and slow traffic lanes where there
are heavy concentrations of truck travel.

Goal 6: Identify a variety of transportation funding sources.

Objectives:  6-1.  Ensure that transportation projects meet Federal and State standards, so
they are eligible for Federal and State funding,

6-2. Make use of Federal funds for projects between communities.
6-3. Make use of Federal funds for safety and bridge repair projects.

-6-4.  Make use of Federal funds and State programs for transit and
vanpool/carpool projects.

6-5.  Apportion transportation funds for enhancements inciuding pedestrian
provisions and bikeways, scenic easements, historic highways,
landscaping, and mitigation of poilution due to runoff.
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6-6.  Provide information to County Council, State Legislature and federal
government in support of recommended projects.

6-7.  Provide non-federal funding share for transportation improvements.
6-8.  Encourage private participation in the funding of improvement projects,

6-9. Implement a traffic impact fee ordinance.
32 TRAVEL DEMAND MODEL CALIBRATION AND VALIDATION

Travel demand models are utilized to estimate demand for travel within a given transportation
system. These models consist of a chain of computer applications traditionally including four
sequential processes: trip generation; trip distribution; modal split; and traffic assignment. The
County of Hawaii model - which is consistent with this form of travel demand estimation except
there is no modal split module -- was developed under a previous contract using the
TRANPLAN software package. The original County model was validated against a 1987 base.

The consultant’s services were engaged partly to update the original travel estimation model
from 1987 to a new base year, namely 1992. In addition to simulating new base year (1992)
ground traffic conditions, the updated model was used to develop a travel demand forecast for
the year 2020, ten years beyond the original year 2010 long range planning horizon. There was
no “interim” analysis year for the Hawaii County LRLTP update, however; only the base year
1992 and the one long range future scenario (year 2020) were analyzed.

The calibration/validation process is the final phase of base year model development.
Calibration is the process by which model parameters are adjusted to better “fit” traffic
assignment (simulated) volumes to observed traffic counts. Validation is the process whereby
model assignments are compared to observed data and it is agreed that the model is performing
sufficiently well at replicating observed traffic count data. Validation of the base year traffic
model establishes the validity of the model for use in projecting future travel conditions in the
transportation study area.

NETWORK UPDATE

The former base year model (1987) was updated to 1992 conditions. The 1987 roadway network
was obtained from the County of Hawaii and the network was reviewed for accuracy and
consistency with 1992 ground conditions. This was accomplished through coordination with the
County of Hawaii Department of Public Works Engineering Division and the Hawaii Department
of Transportation (HDOT) Highways Division. Roadway improvements completed between
1987 and 1992 were identified and added in order to update the base year network. In addition,
the project team utilized local knowledge and made field visits to verify network characteristics.
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Appendix C
Transportation for Oahu Plan 2025

Goals, Objectives, “Plan Performance Measures,”
and “Design Intents of Project”
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2.2 AIRPORT SYSTEM VISION, MISSION, GOALS AND OBJECTIVES

The vision of the statewide airports system is stated as: working together to provide gateways
of aloha. The mission of the Airports Division of the State of Hawaii, Department of
Transportation is to develop, manage and maintain a high quality statewide air transportation
system with the spirit of aloha for Hatwaii’s residents and visitors, Consistent with this mission,

the Airports Division has established the following four goals for the statewide airport
system:

Goal 1: Meet the current and forecast demand for air transportation service.
Goal 2: Position Hawaii as a world-class tourist destination.

Goal 3: Develop public-private cooperation between the airports system and its key
stakeholders.

Goal 4: Implement modern techniques in management of the airports system.

The goals are supported by objectives developed for the Statewide Airport System Plan
and presented below in Table 2-1, Airport System Goals and Objectives.

Table 21
Airport System Goals and Objectives

AIRPORT SYSTEM GOAL SUPPORTING OBJECTIVES
Airport System Goal 1

Meet the Current and
Forecast Demand for Air
Transportation Service.

Objective 1A: Develop short-, medium- and long-range plans for the |
development of the statewide airport system air transportation facilities
that: (i) provide for the efficient, safe, and secure movement of
passengers, baggage, and cargo; (ii) comply with relevant local, state,
and federal laws and regulations; and (jii) are compatible with the
communities the airports serve.

22z Statewide Airport System Plan
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Objective 1B: Develop and utilize planning and investment criteria
that drive decision-making for the statewide airport system.

Objective 1C: Provide facilities that enhance essential air service to
small or remote communities,

Objective 1D: Provide air transportation facilities that encourage new
air service to the State, '

Objective 1E: Ensure that airport infrastructure supports forecast
demand for passenger and aircraft facilities.

Objective 1F: Position the Airports Division to accommodate the latest
air technology as it becomes available,

Airport System Goal 2

Position Hawail as a World-
Class Tourist Destination.

Objective 2A: Provide a "gateway” to the State of Hawaii that is
distinctly Hawaiian, communicates and enhances the unique character
of the islands, reflects the Aloha spirit, and adds to the overall traveling
experience of the State’s visitors.

Objective 2B: Establish and maintain air transportation facilities that

provide a level of service that equals or exceeds what is provided by
competitive destinations.

Objective 2C: Provide and/or facilitate a “turnkey” traveling
experience where intermodal transportation connections are efficient,

user-friendly, and consistent with the high standards outlined in
Objective 2B.

Objective 2D: Provide a choice for passengers from the Mainland U S.
and international points of origin in traveling either directly to
Neighbor Island destinations or through Honolulu.

Objective 2E: Provide efficient, pleasant and user-friendly air service
for Hawaii residents who use the statewide airports system.

Statewide Airport System Plan
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Alrport System Goal 3
Develop Public-Private
Cooperation between the
Ajrports System and its Key
Stakeholders.

Objective 3A: Provide cost-effective and efficient facilities for use by
the statewide airport system tenants that support their business needs
and encourage their full participation in meeting the goals of the State,

Objective 3B: Provide a process of full cooperation between the State
and its airport tenants in the decision-making process for the planning,

design and operation of future air and ground transportation facilities
at the airport(s).

Objective 3C: Provide for the essential air service needs of the
statewide airport system consistent with the overall fiscal
responsibilities of the Airports Division.

Objective 3D:  Support effective working relationships with
representatives of community and interest groups in the ongoing
statewide airport system planning process.

Airport System Goal 4
Implement Modern
Techniqgues in Management
of the Airports System.

Objective 4A: Meet all goals, objectives, and performance standards
that are financially feasible and that balance the needs of the State and
the users of the statewide airport system.

Objective 4B: Develop the Airports Division and the statewide
airports system as a model of modern government that is "run like a
business™: (i) develop Airports Division staff as a proactive, self-
sufficient management team; (ii) implement management systems (such
as the financial model and budgeting systems) that utilize the latest
technology, boost productivity, and provide effective support for
decision making; and (iii) foster individual and group accountability for
achievement of statewide airport system goals and objectives.

Statewide Airport System Plan
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APPENDIX K

Telephone Survey
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Table C1: Community Planning

Island of Residence
O'ahu Lana'i Moloka'i Maui Kaua'i Hawali'i
Count Col % N Count Col % N Count Col % N Count Col % N Count Col % N Count Col % N

getting places very important 206444  72.1% 289 482 42.0% 21 1409 54.0% 27 24218  60.9% 92 13614  67.5% 143 37561 70.9% 178
quickly and easily |somewhat important 74291 25.9% 104 321 28.0% 14 1006  42.0% 21 14478  36.4% 55 5522  27.4% 58 13716 25.9% 65

not very important 3572 1.2% 5 253 22.0% 11 104 4.0% 2 790 2.0% 3 762 3.8% 8 1477 2.8% 7

not to be considered 714 0.2% 1 69 6.0% 3 190 0.9% 2 211 0.4% 1

do not know refuse 1429 0.5% 2 23 2.0% 1 263 0.7% 1 95 0.5% 1
getting anywhere |very important 215730  75.3% 302 551 48.0% 24 1618  62.0% 31 29483  742% 112 13995  69.3% 147 38194  721% 181
you want to go somewhat important 64291 22.4% 90 367  32.0% 16 783  30.0% 15 7897 19.9% 30 4760  23.6% 50 13505  25.5% 64

not very important 5715 2.0% 8 184 16.0% 8 209 8.0% 4 1579 4.0% 6 1428 71% 15 1055 2.0% 5

not to be considered 23 2.0% 1 526 1.3% 2

do not know refuse 714 0.2% 1 23 2.0% 1 263 0.7% 1 211 0.4% 1
making sure our  |very important 260734  91.0% 365 1056 92.0% 46 2349 90.0% 45 35274  88.7% 134 18755  92.9% 197 47479 89.6% 225
transportation somewhat important 22859 8.0% 32 69 6.0% 3 209 8.0% 4 3422 8.6% 13 1333 6.6% 14 4853 9.2% 23
system is not very important 2857 1.0% 4 790 2.0% 3 95 0.5% 1 633 1.2% 3

not to be considered 52 2.0% 1 263 0.7% 1

do not know refuse 23 2.0% 1
the quality of life in]very important 213587  74.6% 299 872  76.0% 38 1931 74.0% 37 33431 84.1% 127 16756  83.0% 176 41781 78.9% 198
our communities  |somewhat important 67148  23.4% 94 184 16.0% 8 574  22.0% 11 5002 12.6% 19 2570 12.7% 27 10129 19.1% 48

not very important 3572 1.2% 5 69 6.0% 3 104 4.0% 2 526 1.3% 2 190 0.9% 2 633 1.2% 3

not to be considered 714 0.2% 1 190 0.9% 2

do not know refuse 1429 0.5% 2 23 2.0% 1 790 2.0% 3 476 2.4% 5 422 0.8% 2
controlling air very important 210730  73.6% 295 1033 90.0% 45 2192 84.0% 42 33958  85.4% 129 15994  79.2% 168 40515  765% 192
pollution or somewhat important 67862 23.7% 95 2 8.0% 4 313 12.0% 6 5002 12.6% 19 3713 18.4% 39 10340 19.5% 49
protecting not very important 5715 2.0% 8 52 2.0% 1 263 0.7% 1 381 1.9% 4 2110 4.0% 10

not to be considered 1429 0.5% 2 263 0.7% 1 95 0.5% 1

do not know refuse 714 0.2% 1 23 2.0% 1 52 2.0% 1 263 0.7% 1
supporting the very important 187157  65.3% 262 781 68.0% 34 1879 72.0% 36 26587  66.9% 101 14566  72.2% 153 37983  71.7% 180
economy somewhat important 79292 27.7% 111 207 18.0% 9 626  24.0% 12 9477  23.8% 36 4284 21.2% 45 13294  251% 63

not very important 13572 4.7% 19 115 10.0% 5 104 4.0% 2 2632 6.6% 10 571 2.8% 6 1055 2.0% 5

not to be considered 2143 0.7% 3 790 2.0% 3 381 1.9% 4 422 0.8% 2

do not know refuse 4286 1.5% 6 46 4.0% 2 263 0.7% 1 381 1.9% 4 211 0.4% 1
plans from very important 227874  79.6% 319 620 54.0% 27 1931 74.0% 37 31062  78.1% 118 16470  81.6% 173 44102  83.3% 209
different areas and|somewhat important 53575 18.7% 75 321 28.0% 14 679  26.0% 13 7897 19.9% 30 3237 16.0% 34 8230 15.5% 39
transportation not very important 3572 1.2% 5 138 12.0% 6 263 0.7% 1 381 1.9% 4 633 1.2% 3

not to be considered 23 2.0% 1 95 0.5% 1

do not know refuse 1429 0.5% 2 46 4.0% 2 526 1.3% 2
plans from very important 214302 74.8% 300 850  74.0% 37 2140  82.0% 41 30536  76.8% 116 16184  80.2% 170 42414 80.1% 201
different agencies |somewhat important 60004  20.9% 84 184 16.0% 8 470 18.0% 9 7107 17.9% 27 3237 16.0% 34 8863 16.7% 42
work together not very important 10715 3.7% 15 46 4.0% 2 1053 2.6% 4 286 1.4% 3 1477 2.8% 7

not to be considered 1429 0.5% 2 23 2.0% 1 526 1.3% 2 286 1.4% 3 211 0.4% 1

do not know refuse 46 4.0% 2 526 1.3% 2 190 0.9% 2
enough funding to |very important 219302  76.6% 307 758  66.0% 33 2245  86.0% 43 31589  79.5% 120 17137  84.9% 180 44313 83.7% 210
meet somewhat important 61433  21.4% 86 321 28.0% 14 313 12.0% 6 6581 16.6% 25 2475 12.3% 26 8019 15.1% 38
transportation not very important 4286 15% 6 23 2.0% 1 52 2.0% 1 790 2.0% 3 381 1.9% 4 211 0.4% 1

not to be considered 714 0.2% 1 23 2.0% 1 263 0.7% 1 95 0.5% 1

do not know refuse 714 0.2% 1 23 2.0% 1 526 1.3% 2 95 0.5% 1 422 0.8% 2
public very important 174299 61.0% 244 781 68.0% 34 1984  76.0% 38 28956  72.8% 110 13804  68.4% 145 35029 66.1% 166
involvement in the |somewhat important 93578  32.7% 131 253 22.0% 11 522 20.0% 10 8950  22.5% 34 5522  27.4% 58 14982  28.3% 71
planning process  |not very important 14287 5.0% 20 69 6.0% 3 104 4.0% 2 1579 4.0% 6 571 2.8% 6 2110 4.0% 10

not to be considered 1429 0.5% 2 190 0.9% 2 422 0.8% 2

do not know refuse 2143 0.7% 3 46 4.0% 2 263 0.7% 1 95 0.5% 1 422 0.8% 2

Weighted by Island.

Senior HH are households were at least
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Table C1: Community Planning

one member is over 65 years old.

Island of Residence

O'ahu

Lana'i

Moloka'i

Maui

Kaua'i

Hawali'i

Count

Col %

N

Count

Col %

N

Count Col %

N

Count

Col %

N

Count

Col %

N

Count

Col %

N
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Table C1: Community Planning
Puna Residents Households with Seniors Total
yes Yes
Count Col % N Count Col % N Count Col % N
getting places very important 9285 65.7% 44 81454  745% 206| 283728  70.4% 750
quickly and easily |somewhat important 3798  26.9% 18 26193  24.0% 66| 109425 27.1% 317
not very important 1055 7.5% 5 852 0.8% 10 6957 1.7% 36
not to be considered 95 0.1% 1 1185 0.3% 7
do not know refuse 714 0.7% 1 1810 0.4% 5
getting anywhere |very important 10340 73.1% 49 86087 78.8% 217| 299571 74.3% 797
you want to go somewhat important 3587 25.4% 17 19431 17.8% 54 91603  22.7% 265
not very important 211 1.5% 1 3076 2.8% 12 10170 2.5% 46
not to be considered 549 0.1% 3
do not know refuse 714 0.7% 1 1212 0.3% 4
making sure our  |very important 12661 89.6% 60| 101481 92.8% 262 365646 90.7% 1012
transportation somewhat important 844 6.0% 4 6083 5.6% 18 32745 8.1% 89
system is not very important 633 4.5% 3 1692 1.5% 3 4375 1.1% 11
not to be considered 52 0.0% 1 315 0.1% 2
do not know refuse 23 0.0% 1
the quality of life in|very important 10340 73.1% 49 82002 75.0% 218| 308359  76.5% 875
our communities  |somewhat important 3587 25.4% 17 25306  232% 56 85607 21.2% 207
not very important 211 1.5% 1 1125 1.0% 5 5095 1.3% 17
not to be considered 905 0.2% 3
do not know refuse 876 0.8% 5 3139 0.8% 13
controlling air very important 10129 71.6% 48 83925 76.8% 224] 304423 75.5% 871
pollution or somewhat important 3587 25.4% 17 21029 19.2% 48 87321 21.7% 212
protecting not very important 422 3.0% 2 3019 2.8% 8 8521 21% 24
not to be considered 358 0.3% 2 1787 0.4% 4
do not know refuse 978 0.9% 2 1053 0.3% 4
supporting the very important 9918  70.1% 47 83425  76.3% 217| 268953  66.7% 766
economy somewhat important 3798  26.9% 18 22391 20.5% 58] 107179  26.6% 276
not very important 211 1.5% 1 1758 1.6% 5 18050 4.5% 47
not to be considered 211 1.5% 1 211 0.2% 1 3736 0.9% 12
do not know refuse 1524 1.4% 3 5187 1.3% 14
plans from very important 10762 76.1% 51 89909  82.3% 231 322060 79.9% 883
different areas and|somewhat important 3165  22.4% 15 17567 16.1% 47 73939 18.3% 205
transportation not very important 211 1.5% 1 833 0.8% 3 4987 1.2% 19
not to be considered 118 0.0% 2
do not know refuse 1001 0.9% 3 2001 0.5% 6
plans from very important 10551 74.6% 50 91571 83.8% 242| 306426  76.0% 865
different agencies |somewhat important 3165  22.4% 15 15783 14.4% 38 79865 19.8% 204
work together not very important 422 3.0% 2 1692 1.5% 3| 13577 3.4% 31
not to be considered 2475 0.6% 9
do not know refuse 263 0.2% 1 763 0.2% 6
enough funding to |very important 11606 82.1% 55 92815 84.9% 242| 315343 78.2% 893
meet somewhat important 2532 17.9% 12 14064 12.9% 36 79143 19.6% 195
transportation not very important 978 0.9% 2 5743 1.4% 16
not to be considered 1096 0.3% 4
do not know refuse 1452 1.3% 4 1781 0.4% 7
public very important 8863 62.7% 42 74737 68.4% 197| 254852 63.3% 737
involvement in the |somewnhat important 4642 32.8% 22 25810  23.6% 65| 123807 30.8% 315
planning process  |not very important 633 4.5% 3 6952 6.4% 17 18721 4.7% 47
not to be considered 2041 0.5% 6
do not know refuse 1810 1.7% 5 2969 0.7% 9

Weighted by Island.

Senior HH are households were at least
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Table C1: Community Planning

one member is over 65 years old.

Puna Residents Households with Seniors Total
yes Yes
Count Col % N Count Col % N Count Col % N
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Table C2: Statewide Planning

Island of Residence
O'ahu Lana'i Moloka'i Maui Kaua'i Hawali'i
Count Col % N Count Col % N Count Col % N Count Col % N Count Col % N Count Col % N

getting places very important 208587  72.8% 292 735  64.0% 32 2036  78.0% 39 28167  70.9% 107 14471 71.7% 152 36295  68.5% 172
quickly and easily |somewhat important 69291 24.2% 97 344  30.0% 15 522 20.0% 10 10793 27.2% 41 5236  25.9% 55 15826  29.9% 75

not very important 5715 2.0% 8 46 4.0% 2 52 2.0% 1 790 2.0% 3 381 1.9% 4 633 1.2% 3

not to be considered 714 0.2% 1

do not know refuse 2143 0.7% 3 23 2.0% 1 95 0.5% 1 211 0.4% 1
getting anywhere |very important 216445  75.6% 303 643  56.0% 28 1984  76.0% 38 31062  78.1% 118 14661 72.6% 154 37561 70.9% 178
you want to go somewhat important 65005 22.7% 91 436 38.0% 19 522 20.0% 10 6844 17.2% 26 5141 25.5% 54 14138  26.7% 67

not very important 4286 1.5% 6 46 4.0% 2 104 4.0% 2 1316 3.3% 5 286 1.4% 3 1055 2.0% 5

not to be considered 714 0.2% 1 526 1.3% 2

do not know refuse 23 2.0% 1 95 0.5% 1 211 0.4% 1
making sure our  |very important 259305  90.5% 363 1102 96.0% 48 2558  98.0% 49 35537  89.4% 135 18565  92.0% 195 47690  90.0% 226
transportation somewhat important 25002 8.7% 35 52 2.0% 1 3949 9.9% 15 1428 71% 15 4642 8.8% 22
system is not very important 2143 0.7% 3 23 2.0% 1 263 0.7% 1 95 0.5% 1 422 0.8% 2

not to be considered 211 0.4% 1

do not know refuse 23 2.0% 1 95 0.5% 1
helping the quality|very important 222159  77.6% 311 964  84.0% 42 2088  80.0% 40 33431 84.1% 127 16946  84.0% 178 39460 745% 187
of life in our somewhat important 57861 20.2% 81 138 12.0% 6 522 20.0% 10 5002 12.6% 19 2666 13.2% 28 12028  22.7% 57
community not very important 5000 1.7% 7 23 2.0% 1 526 1.3% 2 190 0.9% 2 1266 2.4% 6

not to be considered 714 0.2% 1 526 1.3% 2

do not know refuse 714 0.2% 1 23 2.0% 1 263 0.7% 1 381 1.9% 4 211 0.4% 1
protecting the very important 221445  77.3% 310 1010  88.0% 44 2453  94.0% 47 34221 86.1% 130 16565  82.1% 174 40726  76.9% 193
environment somewhat important 58576  20.4% 82 92 8.0% 4 157 6.0% 3 4738 11.9% 18 2951 14.6% 31 10762  20.3% 51

not very important 3572 1.2% 5 23 2.0% 1 263 0.7% 1 476 2.4% 5 1477 2.8% 7

not to be considered 1429 0.5% 2 526 1.3% 2 95 0.5% 1

do not know refuse 1429 0.5% 2 23 2.0% 1 95 0.5% 1
supporting the very important 204301 71.3% 286 804  70.0% 35 2140  82.0% 41 26587  66.9% 101 14661 72.6% 154 35451 66.9% 168
economy somewhat important 67148  23.4% 94 253 22.0% 11 470 18.0% 9 10530 26.5% 40 4855  24.1% 51 15615  29.5% 74

not very important 10001 3.5% 14 46 4.0% 2 1843 4.6% 7 381 1.9% 4 1899 3.6% 9

not to be considered 3572 1.2% 5 263 0.7% 1 190 0.9% 2

do not know refuse 1429 0.5% 2 46 4.0% 2 526 1.3% 2 95 0.5% 1
making sure for  |very important 238589  83.3% 334 987  86.0% 43 2297  88.0% 44 32378  815% 123 16565  82.1% 174 42625  80.5% 202
different areas and|somewhat important 45003 15.7% 63 115 10.0% 5 313 12.0% 6 6054 15.2% 23 3332 16.5% 35 9285 17.5% 44
transportation not very important 1429 0.5% 2 23 2.0% 1 1316 3.3% 5 190 0.9% 2 844 1.6% 4

not to be considered

do not know refuse 1429 0.5% 2 23 2.0% 1 95 0.5% 1 211 0.4% 1
plans from very important 226446  79.1% 317 987  86.0% 43 2245  86.0% 43 31852  80.1% 121 16375  81.1% 172 43047  81.3% 204
different agencies |somewhat important 55718 19.5% 78 115 10.0% 5 365 14.0% 7 6581 16.6% 25 3523 17.5% 37 9285 17.5% 44
work together not very important 3572 12% 5 23 2.0% 1 1053 2.6% 4 190 0.9% 2 211 0.4% 1

not to be considered 714 0.2% 1 263 0.7% 1 422 0.8% 2

do not know refuse 23 2.0% 1 95 0.5% 1
enough funding to |very important 225731 78.8% 316 850  74.0% 37 2245  86.0% 43 32378  815% 123 17232 85.4% 181 44102  83.3% 209
meet somewhat important 57147  20.0% 80 230  20.0% 10 313 12.0% 6 6581 16.6% 25 2666 13.2% 28 8230 15.5% 39
transportation not very important 2857 1.0% 4 46 4.0% 2 52 2.0% 1 790 2.0% 3 95 0.5% 1 633 1.2% 3

not to be considered 714 0.2% 1

do not know refuse 23 2.0% 1 190 0.9% 2
public very important 188586  65.8% 264 850  74.0% 37 2036  78.0% 39 27377  68.9% 104 14566  72.2% 153 36295  68.5% 172
involvement in the |somewhat important 89292  31.2% 125 276 24.0% 12 522 20.0% 10 10530 26.5% 40 5236  25.9% 55 14560  27.5% 69
planning process  |not very important 7143 2.5% 10 52 2.0% 1 1579 4.0% 6 286 1.4% 3 1266 2.4% 6

not to be considered 633 1.2% 3

do not know refuse 1429 0.5% 2 23 2.0% 1 263 0.7% 1 95 0.5% 1 211 0.4% 1

Weighted by Island.

Senior HH are households were at least
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Table C2: Statewide Planning

one member is over 65 years old.

Island of Residence

O'ahu

Lana'i

Moloka'i

Maui

Kaua'i

Hawali'i

Count

Col %

N

Count

Col %

N Count

Col %

N

Count

Col %

N

Count

Col %

N

Count

Col %

N
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Table C2: Statewide Planning

Puna Residents Households with Seniors Total
yes Yes
Count Col % N Count Col % N Count Col % N
getting places very important 10340 73.1% 49 86650  79.3% 222| 290290  72.0% 794
quickly and easily |somewhat important 3798  26.9% 18 20661 18.9% 571 102012 25.3% 293
not very important 1787 1.6% 4 7616 1.9% 21
not to be considered 714 0.2% 1
do not know refuse 211 0.2% 1 2472 0.6% 6
getting anywhere |very important 10129 71.6% 48 85781 78.5% 216| 302355 75.0% 819
you want to go somewhat important 3798  26.9% 18 18984 17.4% 58 92086  22.8% 267
not very important 211 1.5% 1 3618 3.3% 8 7093 1.8% 23
not to be considered 714 0.7% 1 1241 0.3% 3
do not know refuse 211 0.2% 1 329 0.1% 3
making sure our  |very important 13505 95.5% 64| 100232 91.7% 261] 364756 90.5% 1016
transportation somewhat important 422 3.0% 2 8813 8.1% 22 35073 8.7% 88
system is not very important 211 1.5% 1 263 0.2% 1 2946 0.7% 8
not to be considered 211 0.1% 1
do not know refuse 118 0.0% 2
helping the quality|very important 9707 68.7% 46 86398  79.0% 233| 315049 78.2% 885
of life in our somewhat important 4009  28.4% 19 21679 19.8% 47 78216 19.4% 201
community not very important 422 3.0% 2 1136 1.0% 3 7006 1.7% 18
not to be considered 1241 0.3% 3
do not know refuse 95 0.1% 1 1592 0.4% 8
protecting the very important 10340 73.1% 49 87844  80.4% 233| 316421 78.5% 898
environment somewhat important 3165  22.4% 15 19727 18.0% 44 77276 19.2% 189
not very important 633 4.5% 3 665 0.6% 4 5811 1.4% 19
not to be considered 1073 1.0% 3 2050 0.5% 5
do not know refuse 1547 0.4% 4
supporting the very important 9285 65.7% 44 81234  74.3% 212| 283944  70.4% 785
economy somewhat important 4853  34.3% 23 23985  21.9% 64 98870  24.5% 279
not very important 1946 1.8% 5 14169 3.5% 36
not to be considered 714 0.7% 1 4025 1.0% 8
do not know refuse 1429 1.3% 2 2096 0.5% 7
making sure for very important 11606 82.1% 55 95600 87.5% 245 333442 82.7% 920
different areas and|somewhat important 2321 16.4% 11 12783 11.7% 37 64103 15.9% 176
transportation not very important 211 1.5% 1 714 0.7% 1 3802 0.9% 14
not to be considered
do not know refuse 211 0.2% 1 1758 0.4% 5
plans from very important 11184  79.1% 53 94857 86.8% 248| 320951 79.6% 900
different agencies |somewhat important 2743 19.4% 13 14452 13.2% 36 75587 18.8% 196
work together not very important 211 1.5% 1 5049 1.3% 13
not to be considered 1400 0.3% 4
do not know refuse 118 0.0% 2
enough funding to |very important 11606 82.1% 55 95473 87.3% 248| 322538 80.0% 909
meet somewhat important 2532 17.9% 12 13128 12.0% 32 75166 18.6% 188
transportation not very important 708 0.6% 4 4473 1.1% 14
not to be considered 714 0.2% 1
do not know refuse 213 0.1% 3
public very important 9918  70.1% 47 81377 74.4% 208| 269708  66.9% 769
involvement in the |somewnhat important 3798  26.9% 18 23674  21.7% 68| 120416  29.9% 311
planning process  |not very important 422 3.0% 2 3332 3.0% 6 10327 2.6% 26
not to be considered 633 0.2% 3
do not know refuse 925 0.8% 2 2021 0.5% 6

Weighted by Island.

Senior HH are households were at least
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Table C2: Statewide Planning

one member is over 65 years old.

Puna Residents Households with Seniors Total
yes Yes
Count Col % N Count Col % N Count Col % N

AR00025485



Table C3: Choices Between Conflicting

Island of Residence

Oahu Lana'i Moloka'i Maui Kaua'i Hawai'i
Count Col % N Count Col % N Count Col % N Count Col % N Count Col % N Count Col % N
making possible  [mobility 28574  10.0% 40 23 2.0% 1 209 8.0% 4 4475 11.3% 17 2285  11.3% 24 5486  10.4% 26
to go places safety 245733  86.0% 344 1079 94.0% 47 2349  90.0% 45 34747 87.4% 132| 16660 82.5% 175| 46635  88.0% 221
quickly and safe | neither 2143 0.7% 3 52 2.0% 1 95 05% 1 211 0.4% 1
it depends 9286 32% 13 46 4.0% 2 526 1.3% 2 952 47% 10 633 1.2% 3
do not know refuse 190 0.9% 2
making possible [mobility 92864  32.4% 130 138 12.0% 6 522 20.0% 10| 10003  252% 38 5617  27.8% 59| 16248  30.7% 77
to go places protecting the environment | 179299  62.6% 251 850  74.0% 37 2088  80.0% 40| 26850 67.5% 102 12376 61.3% 130| 34818  65.7% 165
quickly and neither 3572 12% 5 286 1.4% 3 422 0.8% 2
it depends 10001 35% 14 161 14.0% 7 2632 6.6% 10 1809 9.0% 19 1266 2.4% 6
do not know refuse 714 0.2% 1 263 0.7% 1 95 05% 1 211 0.4% 1
making possible to[mobility 81435  28.4% 114 208 26.0% 13 679  26.0% 13| 13952 35.1% 53 5236  25.9% 55| 15826  29.9% 75
go places quickly |financing 191443  66.8% 268 666  58.0% 29 1827  70.0% 35| 22639  57.0% 86| 12662 627% 133| 34607 65.3% 164
and there is neither 2857 1.0% 4 52 2.0% 1 526 1.3% 2 190 0.9% 2 633 1.2% 3
’ depends 10715 37% 15 161 14.0% 7 52 2.0% 1 2632 6.6% 10 1714 85% 18 1266 2.4% 6
do not know refuse 23 2.0% 1 381 1.9% 4 633 1.2% 3
making possible [mobility 108580  37.9% 152 276 24.0% 12 679  26.0% 13| 18427  46.4% 70 6664  33.0% 70| 20469  38.6% 97
to go places supporting the economy 155726 54.4% 218 689  60.0% 30 1775 68.0% 34| 19480  49.0% 74| 11710 58.0% 123| 30175  57.0% 143
quickly and neither 3572 12% 5 23 2.0% 1 104 4.0% 2 263 0.7% 1 190 0.9% 2 422 0.8% 2
it depends 17144 6.0% 24 138 12.0% 6 52 2.0% 1 1579 4.0% 6 1047 52% 11 1055 2.0% 5
do not know refuse 1429 05% 2 23 2.0% 1 571 2.8% 6 844 1.6% 4
making safety 214302  74.8% 300 712 62.0% 31 1723 66.0% 33| 25008 62.9% 95| 12757  635% 134 38827 73.3% 184
transportation protecting the environment 52861  18.5% 74 253 22.0% 11 626  24.0% 12| 11582  29.1% 44 4855  242% 51 11395 21.5% 54
safety and neither 2857 1.0% 4 23 2.0% 1 104 4.0% 2 263 0.7% 1 571 2.8% 6 633 1.2% 3
protecting the it depends 15001 52% 21 138 12.0% 6 157 6.0% 3 2369 6.0% 9 1809 9.0% 19 1899 3.6% 9
environment do not know refuse 1429 05% 2 23 2.0% 1 526 1.3% 2 95 05% 1 211 0.4% 1
protecting the protecting the environment | 150011 52.5% 210 666  58.0% 29 1670  64.0% 32| 25797 649% 98] 10472 519% T10| 26588  50.2% 126
environment and | supporting the economy 111437 39.0% 156 276 24.0% 12 731 28.0% 14| 11056  27.8% 42 7711 382% 81| 23001 43.4% 100
supporting the neither 2143 0.7% 3 23 2.0% 1 157 6.0% 3 263 0.7% 1 190 0.9% 2 844 1.6% 4
economy it depends 18573 6.5% 26 161 14.0% 7 52 2.0% 1 1579 4.0% 6 1428 7.1% 15 2532 4.8% 12
do not know refuse 3572 12% 5 23 2.0% 1 1053 2.6% 4 381 1.9% 4
preserving quality | preserving the quality of Ifd 183585 64.1% 257 758 66.0% 33 1931 74.0% 37| 28693 722% 100[ 13328 66.4% T40| 33130 62.5% 157
of life and supporting the economy 82149  287% 115 253 22.0% 11 574  220% 11 8424  21.2% 32 5427  27.0% 57| 16881  31.9% 80
supporting the neither 1429 05% 2 52 2.0% 1 263 0.7% 1 95 05% 1 422 0.8% 2
economy it depends 15715 55% 22 115 10.0% 5 52 2.0% 1 2106 5.3% 8 1142 57% 12 1899 3.6% 9
do not know refuse 3572 12% 5 23 2.0% 1 263 0.7% 1 95 05% 1 633 1.2% 3
statewide statewide planning 145725 50.9% 204 505 44.0% 22 574 220% T 16584  417% 63 6569  325% 69| 22157 41.8% 105
planning and public involvement 117152 40.9% 164 551 48.0% 24 1723 66.0% 33| 20796 52.3% 79| 11044  547% 116| 28698  54.2% 136
public involvement | neither 2857 1.0% 4 157 6.0% 3 263 0.7% 1 190 0.9% 2 633 1.2% 3
it depends 17144 6.0% 24 9 8.0% 4 157 6.0% 3 1579 4.0% 6 1999 9.9% 21 844 1.6% 4
do not know refuse 3572 12% 5 526 1.3% 2 381 1.9% 4 633 1.2% 3
supporting the supporting the economy 150154 53.1% 213 574  500% 25 992 380% 19 18690 0.47 71 9235 0.458 97| 27854 0526 132
economy and public involvement 115723 40.4% 162 459 40.0% 20 1462 56.0% 28| 19216 0483 73 9139 0453 96| 22368  0.422 106
public involvement | neither 3572 12% 5 52 2.0% 1 286 0014 3 422 0.008 2
it depends 13572 47% 19 115 10.0% 5 104 4.0% 2 1316 0.033 5 1238 0.061 13 1688  0.032 8
do not know refuse 1429 05% 2 526 0.013 2 286 0.014 3 633  0.012 3

Weighted by Island.

Senior HH are households were at least
one member is over 65 years old.
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Table C3: Choices Between Conflicting

Puna Residents Households with Seniors Total
yes Yes
Count Col % N Count Col % N Count Col % N

making possible |mobility 1266 9.0% 6 7870 7.2% 24 41052 10.2% 112
to go places safety 12872 91.0% 61 98820  90.4% 252| 347203  86.3% 964
quickly and safe | neither 810 0.7% 2 2501 0.6% 6
it depends 1809 1.7% 6 11444 2.8% 30

do not know refuse 190 0.0% 2

making possible |mobility 4853  34.3% 23] 38034 34.8% 91| 125392  31.1% 320
to go places protecting the environment 8652  61.2% 41 65314  59.8% 172] 256281 63.6% 725
quickly and neither 211 15% 1 1735 1.6% 4 4279 1.1% 10
it depends 422 3.0% 2 3657 3.3% 14 15869 3.9% 56

do not know refuse 569 0.5% 3 1284 0.3% 4

making possible to|mobility 2954 20.9% 14| 21644 19.8% 55| 117426  29.1% 323
go places quickly |financing 10551 74.6% 50] 82869 75.8% 208| 263843  65.5% 715
and there is neither 211 15% 1 1903 1.7% 5 4259 11% 12
’ depends 422 3.0% 2 2469 2.3% 12 16540 4.1% 57

do not know refuse 424 0.4% 4 1037 0.3% 8

making possible |mobility 4220 29.9% 20] 36696  33.6% 83| 155093  38.5% 414
to go places supporting the economy 9496  67.2% 451 66096  60.5% 179 219554  545% 622
quickly and neither 767 0.7% 2 4575 1.1% 13
it depends 422 3.0% 2 5043 4.6% 15 21016 52% 53

do not know refuse 708 0.6% 5 2867 0.7% 13

making safety 10129  71.6% 48] 86991 79.7% 216| 293328  72.8% 777
transportation protecting the environment 3798  26.9% 18 14731 13.5% 44 81573  20.2% 246
safety and neither 2093 1.9% 7 4452 1.1% 17
prot_ecting the it depends 211 1.5% 1 5188 4.8% 15 21373 5.3% 67
environment do not know refuse 211 0.2% 1 2284 0.6% 7
protecting the protecting the environment 6541 46.3% 31 51056 46.7% 127] 215205  53.5% 605
environment and | supporting the economy 6119 43.3% 29 52473 48.0% 138] 154211 38.3% 414
supporting the neither 633 4.5% 3 1073 1.0% 4 3620 0.9% 14
economy it depends 844 6.0% 4 2897 2.6% 10 24325 6.0% 67
do not know refuse 1810 1.7% 5 5028 1.2% 14

preserving quality | preserving the quality of lifg 7597 53.7% 36] 68008 62.3% 179] 261425  64.9% 733
of life and supporting the economy 5697  40.3% 27 35446  32.5% 82| 113707  282% 306
supporting the neither 1073 1.0% 4 2261 0.6% 7
economy it depends 844 6.0% 4 4095 3.7% 14 21030 52% 57
do not know refuse 592 0.5% 4 4586 1.1% 11

statewide statewide planning 4642 32.8% 22 51911 47.5% 127] 192114 47.7% 474
planning and public involvement 9074  64.2% 43| 47534  435% 129] 179963  44.6% 552
public involvement | neither 211 1.5% 1 358 0.3% 3 4101 1.0% 13
it depends 211 1.5% 1 6318 5.8% 17 21815 5.4% 62

do not know refuse 3187 2.9% 8 5112 1.3% 14

supporting the supporting the economy 7175 0.507 34] 53372  48.8% 143] 209499  52.0% 557
economy and public involvement 6330 0.448 30] 47612  43.6% 115] 168367  41.8% 485
public involvement | neither 2406 2.2% 5 4332 1.1% 11
it depends 633 0.045 3 4832 4.4% 15 18034 4.5% 52

do not know refuse 1087 1.0% 6 2874 0.7% 10

Weighted by Island.

Senior HH are households were at least
one member is over 65 years old.
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Table C4: Spending Priorities

Island of Residence
O'ahu Lana'i Moloka'i Maui Kaua'i Hawali'i
Count Col % N Count Col % N Count Col % N Count Col % Count Col % N Count Col %
getting places yes spend 219302 76.6% 307 781 68.0% 34 1879  72.0% 36 32378  815% 123 15708  77.8% 165 40304  76.1% 191
quickly and easily | no do not spend 62148  21.7% 87 276 24.0% 12 679  26.0% 13 6844 17.2% 26 3713 18.4% 39 12239  23.1% 58
do not know refuse 5000 1.7% 7 92 8.0% 4 52 2.0% 1 526 1.3% 2 762 3.8% 8 422 0.8% 2
getting anywhere | yes spend 213587 74.6% 299 643  56.0% 28 1879  72.0% 36 30000  755% 114 14471 71.7% 152 40304  76.1% 191
you want to go no do not spend 66434  23.2% 93 413 36.0% 18 574  22.0% 11 8687 21.9% 33 4760  23.6% 50 11395 215% 54
do not know refuse 6429 2.2% 9 92 8.0% 4 157 6.0% 3 1053 2.6% 4 952 4.7% 10 1266 2.4% 6
making sure the yes spend 266449  93.0% 373 1079 94.0% 47 2453 94.0% 47 37117 93.4% 141 19041 94.3% 200 50011 94.4% 237
transportation is no do not spend 16430 5.7% 23 46 4.0% 2 157 6.0% 3 2369 6.0% 9 1047 5.2% 11 2532 4.8% 12
safe do not know refuse 3572 1.2% 5 23 2.0% 1 263 0.7% 1 95 0.5% 1 422 0.8% 2
helping the quality | yes spend 252162 88.0% 353 1010  88.0% 44 2192 84.0% 42 37380  94.0% 142 17613 87.3% 185 46635  88.0% 221
of life no do not spend 29288 10.2% 41 92 8.0% 4 365 14.0% 7 2369 6.0% 9 2285 11.3% 24 5697 10.8% 27
do not know refuse 5000 1.7% 7 46 4.0% 2 52 2.0% 1 286 1.4% 3 633 1.2% 3
protecting the yes spend 242161 84.5% 339 941 82.0% 41 2401 92.0% 46 35274 88.7% 134 16565  82.1% 174 43680  825% 207
environment no do not spend 40003 14.0% 56 161 14.0% 7 209 8.0% 4 4475 11.3% 17 3142 15.6% 33 8230 15.5% 39
do not know refuse 4286 1.5% 6 46 4.0% 2 476 2.4% 5 1055 2.0% 5
supporting the yes spend 229303  80.0% 321 918  80.0% 40 2140  83.7% 41 31062 78.1% 118 15804  78.3% 166 41570 785% 197
economy no do not spend 50004 17.5% 70 138 12.0% 6 365 14.3% 7 7897 19.9% 30 3713 18.4% 39 10340 19.5% 49
do not know refuse 7143 2.5% 10 92 8.0% 4 52 2.0% 1 790 2.0% 3 666 3.3% 7 1055 2.0% 5
make sure plans yes spend 250733 87.5% 351 941 82.0% 41 2140  83.7% 41 35537 89.4% 135 17137 84.9% 180 45157 85.3% 214
for different trans no do not spend 32145 11.2% 45 161 14.0% 7 365 14.3% 7 3949 9.9% 15 2094 10.4% 22 6541 12.4% 31
system work do not know refuse 3572 1.2% 5 46 4.0% 2 52 2.0% 1 263 0.7% 1 952 4.7% 10 1266 2.4% 6
different agencies | yes spend 229303  80.0% 321 895  78.0% 39 2036  78.0% 39 32905  82.8% 125 16280  80.7% 171 40726 76.9% 193
all work together no do not spend 53575 18.7% 75 184 16.0% 8 522 20.0% 10 6581 16.6% 25 3332 16.5% 35 10551 19.9% 50
do not know refuse 3572 1.2% 5 69 6.0% 3 52 2.0% 1 263 0.7% 1 571 2.8% 6 1688 3.2% 8
make a sure there | yes spend 244304 85.3% 342 1033 90.0% 45 2245 87.8% 43 35800  90.1% 136 16851 83.5% 177 46212 87.3% 219
is enough funding | no do not spend 36431 12.7% 51 69 6.0% 3 261 10.2% 5 3422 8.6% 13 2570 12.7% 27 6330 12.0% 30
do not know refuse 5715 2.0% 8 46 4.0% 2 52 2.0% 1 526 1.3% 2 762 3.8% 8 422 0.8% 2
public involvement | yes spend 182156  63.6% 255 781 68.0% 34 1931 74.0% 37 28956  72.8% 110 15423 76.4% 162 33763  63.7% 160
and planning no do not spend 95007 33.2% 133 298  26.0% 13 574  22.0% 11 10266  25.8% 39 4475  222% 47 17725  33.5% 84
process do not know refuse 9286 3.2% 13 69 6.0% 3 104 4.0% 2 526 1.3% 2 286 1.4% 3 1477 2.8% 7

Weighted by Island.

Senior HH are households were at least
one member is over 65 years old.

AR00025488



Table C4: Spending Priorities

Puna Residents Households with Seniors Total
yes Yes
Count Col % N Count Col % N Count Col % N
getting places yes spend 10973 77.6% 52 88872 81.3% 229] 310353 77.0% 856
quickly and easily | no do not spend 3165 22.4% 15 17672 16.2% 49 85898  21.3% 235
do not know refuse 2765 2.5% 6 6855 1.7% 24
getting anywhere | yes spend 11395 80.6% 54 84055 76.9% 218] 300894 74.6% 820
you want to go no do not spend 2532 17.9% 12 21374 19.6% 56 92263  22.9% 259
do not know refuse 211 1.5% 1 3880 3.5% 10 9949 2.5% 36
making sure the yes spend 12872 91.0% 61| 103249  945% 266| 376149  93.3% 1045
transportation is no do not spend 1266 9.0% 6 4325 4.0% 14 22581 56% 60
safe do not know refuse 1735 1.6% 4 4375 1.1% 10
helping the quality | yes spend 13083  92.5% 62| 100322 91.8% 258| 356991 88.6% 987
of life no do not spend 1055 7.5% 5 7251 6.6% 22 40097 9.9% 112
do not know refuse 1735 1.6% 4 6017 1.5% 16
protecting the yes spend 12028  85.1% 57 88157 80.6% 230 341023  84.6% 941
environment no do not spend 1688 11.9% 8 19322 17.7% 49 56219 13.9% 156
do not know refuse 422 3.0% 2 1830 1.7% 5 5863 1.5% 18
supporting the yes spend 12450  88.1% 59 93004  85.1% 242 320797 79.6% 883
economy no do not spend 1688 11.9% 8 14758 13.5% 38 72457 18.0% 201
do not know refuse 1547 1.4% 4 9799 2.4% 30
make sure plans yes spend 12450  88.1% 59 98590  90.2% 255| 351646  87.2% 962
for different trans no do not spend 1477 10.4% 7 8611 7.9% 20 45256 11.2% 127
system work do not know refuse 211 1.5% 1 2107 1.9% 9 6151 1.5% 25
different agencies | yes spend 10551 74.6% 50 91714 83.9% 240 322145  79.9% 888
all work together no do not spend 3165 22.4% 15 16268 14.9% 39 74745 18.5% 203
do not know refuse 422 3.0% 2 1327 1.2% 5 6215 1.5% 24
make a sure there | yes spend 12661 89.6% 60 93237 85.3% 249| 346446  86.0% 962
is enough funding no do not spend 1477 10.4% 7 13119 12.0% 30 49084 12.2% 129
do not know refuse 2953 2.7% 5 7523 1.9% 23
public involvement | yes spend 9496  67.2% 45 73365  67.1% 197| 263010  65.2% 758
and planning no do not spend 4220 29.9% 20 29354  26.9% 74] 128346  31.8% 327
process do not know refuse 422 3.0% 2 6590 6.0% 13 11749 2.9% 30

Weighted by Island.

Senior HH are households were at least
one member is over 65 years old.

AR00025489



Table C5: Demographics

Island of Residence
O'ahu Lana'i Moloka'i Maui Kaua'i Hawali'i
Count Col % N Count Col % N Count Col % N Count Col % N Count Col % N Count Col % N
means of airplane 52 2.0% 1 263 0.7% 1 211 0.4% 1
transportation | bike 4286 1.5% 6 263 0.7% 1 190 0.9% 2 422 0.8% 2
used forwork | pug 37146 13.0% 52 1053 2.6% 4 95 05% 1 633 12% 3
car 225017  78.6% 315 918  80.0% 40 2036  78.0% 39] 34484  86.8% 131 18469  91.5% 194 49800  94.0% 236
walk, other on food 5715 2.0% 8 184 16.0% 8 157 6.0% 3 1579 4.0% 6 381 1.9% 4 211 0.4% 1
other public transportatior] 2857 1.0% 4 790 2.0% 3 190 0.9% 2 422 0.8% 2
none do not travel 10715 3.7% 15 46 4.0% 2 365 14.0% 7 1316 3.3% 5 857 42% 9 633 1.2% 3
do not know refuse 714 0.2% 1 633 1.2% 3
anyone inthe | yeg 25716 9.0% 36 23 2.0% 1 526 1.3% 2 571 2.8% 6 633 1.2% 3
hOQSEhOF‘?’ no 260019  90.8% 364 1125  98.0% 49 2610  100.0% 50] 39223  98.7% 149 19517  96.7% 205 52332 98.8% 248
active military {45 not know refuse 714 02% 1 9% 05% 1
what is your | Caucasion 67862  23.7% 95 390  34.0% 17 626  24.0% 12 18427  46.4% 70 7331 36.3% 77 20047  37.8% 95
ethnic Chinese 15001 52% 21 104 4.0% 2 263 0.7% 1 190 0.9% 2 633 1.2% 3
background Filipino 28574 10.0% 40 230 20.0% 10 261 10.0% 5 4475 11.3% 17 2475 12.3% 26 4009 7.6% 19
Hawaiian, part Hawaiian 36431 12.7% 51 230 20.0% 10 1357  52.0% 26 4212 10.6% 16 3903 19.3% 41 10129 19.1% 48
Japanese 69291 24.2% 97 92 8.0% 4 157 6.0% 3 4475 11.3% 17 3142 15.6% 33 9285 17.5% 44
mixed, not Hawaiian 28574 10.0% 40 92 8.0% 4 52 2.0% 1 2632 6.6% 10 762 3.8% 8 4009 7.6% 19
other 34288 12.0% 48 115 10.0% 5 52 2.0% 1 4738 11.9% 18 2285 11.3% 24 4009 7.6% 19
do not know refuse 6429 2.2% 9 526 1.3% 2 95 0.5% 1 844 1.6% 4
what is your | 18to024 30717 10.7% 43 207 18.0% 104 4.0% 2 2106 5.3% 8 1523 7.5% 16 6541 12.4% 31
age 25t0 34 50718 17.7% 71 253 22.0% 11 418 16.0% 8 7371 18.5% 28 3903 19.3% 41 5908 11.2% 28
35to 44 60004  20.9% 84 138 12.0% 6 679  26.0% 13 12109  30.5% 46 3713 18.4% 39 11184  21.1% 53
451054 62148  21.7% 87 276 24.0% 12 731 28.0% 14 7897 19.9% 30 5427  26.9% 57 14138  26.7% 67
55to0 64 45003 15.7% 63 69 6.0% 3 418 16.0% 8 6581 16.6% 25 3046 15.1% 32 8863 16.7% 42
65 or more 37146 13.0% 52 207 18.0% 9 261 10.0% 5 3422 8.6% 13 2570 12.7% 27 6119 11.6% 29
do not know refuse 714 0.2% 1 263 0.7% 1 211 0.4% 1
what is the less than $25,000 30717 10.7% 43 115 10.0% 5 992  38.0% 19 4738 11.9% 18 2570 12.7% 27 10973  20.7% 52
total 2000 $25,000to $50,000 78577  27.4% 110 344  30.0% 15 940  36.0% 18 12899  32.5% 49 6855  34.0% 72 13716 25.9% 65
income $50,000 to $75,000 55718 19.5% 78 276 24.0% 12 261 10.0% 5 9477  23.8% 36 3808 18.9% 40 9918 18.7% 47
more than $75,000 65005 22.7% 91 230 20.0% 10 209 8.0% 4 7897 19.9% 30 3332 16.5% 35 8652 16.3% 41
do not know refused 56433 19.7% 79 184 16.0% 8 209 8.0% 4 4738 11.9% 18 3618 17.9% 38 9707 18.3% 46
Gender male 137867  48.1% 193 574  50.0% 25 1044  40.0% 20 17374  43.7% 66 7711 38.2% 81 19202  36.3% 91
female 148583  51.9% 208 574  50.0% 25 1566  60.0% 30] 22375 56.3% 85 12472 61.8% 131 33763  63.7% 160

Weighted by Island.
Senior HH are households were at least
one member is over 65 years old.

AR00025490



Table C5: Demographics

Puna Residents Households with Seniors Total
yes Yes
Count Col % Count Col % N Count Col % N
means of airplane 211 1.5% 1 52 0.0% 1 526 0.1% 3
transportation | bike 211 1.5% 1 714 0.7% 1 5162 1.3% 11
used for work | pus 15623  14.3% 24] 38927 9.7% 60
car 13083  92.5% 62| 79583 72.8% 222] 330724  82.0% 955
walk, other on food 2096 1.9% 7 8226 2.0% 30
other public transportation 211 1.5% 1 1189 1.1% 3 4260 1.1% 11
none do not travel 422 3.0% 2 9127 8.3% 24 13932 3.5% 41
do not know refuse 925 0.8% 2 1347 0.3% 4
anyone inthe | yeg 633 45% 3 3522 3.2% 8l 27470 6.8% 48
household no 13505  95.5% 64| 105787  96.8% 276| 374826  93.0% 1065
active military |46 not know refuse 810 0.2% 2
what is your | Caucasion 5486  38.8% 26| 23736  21.7% 68| 114683  28.4% 366
ethnic Chinese 211 1.5% 1 2962 2.7% 6 16192 4.0% 29
background | Filipino 1688  11.9% 8| 17757  16.2% 50( 40024 9.9% 17
Hawaiian, part Hawaiian 2321 16.4% 11 17087 15.6% 47 56262 14.0% 192
Japanese 1899  13.4% 9] 28844 26.4% 65| 86441 21.4% 198
mixed, not Hawaiian 1477 10.4% 7 5205 4.8% 12 36121 9.0% 82
other 1055 7.5% 5 11100 102% 31 45488  11.3% 115
do not know refuse 2617 2.4% 5 7895 2.0% 16
what is your | 18to 24 1688  11.9% 8 7782 7.1% 18] 41198  102% 109
age 2510 34 1899  13.4% 9 10308 9.4% 30] 68571 17.0% 187
35t0 44 2321 16.4% 11 14549  13.3% 32 87827  21.8% 241
4510 54 4431 31.3% 21 9359 8.6% 31 90616  22.5% 267
55 to 64 1477 10.4% 7 18060  16.5% 39] 63980 15.9% 173
65 or more 2110 14.9% 10l 48777  446% 132 49725  12.3% 135
do not know refuse 211 1.5% 1 474 0.4% 2 1189 0.3% 3
what is the less than $25,000 4642  32.8% 22 13497 12.3% 48] 50105  12.4% 164
total 2000 $25,000 to $50,000 4220 29.9% 20| 23794 21.8% 70| 113331 28.1% 329
income $50,000 to $75,000 2110 14.9% 10 16217 14.8% 39| 79457 19.7% 218
more than $75,000 844 6.0% 4] 22333 20.4% 50] 85324 212% 211
do not know refused 2321 16.4% 11 33469  30.6% 77 74888  18.6% 193
Gender male 4853  34.3% 23| 46778  42.8% 116| 183773  456% 476
female 9285  657% 44] 62531 57.2% 168| 219332  54.4% 639

Weighted by Island.
Senior HH are households were at least
one member is over 65 years old.
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Table C6: Transportation Planning Can Help Your Community

O'ahu Lana'i Moloka'i
Count Col % N Count Col % Count Col % N
Transportation planning [public transportation, mass transit, rapid transit 31431 11.00% 44 161 14.30% 7 574 22.00% 11
can help your acessibility, easier access, mobility 35003 12.20% 49 46 4.10% 2
community? safety 27859  9.70% 39 46  4.10% 2 104  4.00% 2
more roads, more lanes, wider roads, more highways 18573 6.50% 26 161 14.30% 7 104 4.00% 2
road improvements, fix roads, guard rails 20716 7.20% 29 344 30.60% 15 679 26.00% 13
buses - increase schedules, more buses 21430 7.50% 30 92 8.20% 4 261 10.00% 5
better planning, planning ahead, coordinate traffic flow 25002 8.70% 35 23 2.00% 1 52 2.00% 1
community input, listen to community, citizens more involved 16430 570% 23 69 6.10% 3 261 10.00% 5
reduce traffic, reduce speeding, decrease commute time 22859 8.00% 32
buses - modify schedules, more frequent 12144 4.20% 17
bypass, alternate routes 10001 3.50% 14 52 2.00% 1
protect environment, concern for enviroment 10001 3.50% 14 69 6.10% 3 52 2.00% 1
traffic lights, street lights 7858  2.70% 11 23 2.00% 1 209  8.00% 4
coordinating efforts of agencies, work together, minimize de 7858 2.70% 11 23 2.00% 1 209 8.00% 4
bike lanes, bike paths, skateboards, rollerblades 6429 2.20% 9 46 4.10% 2
everything is OK, satisfied 7858 2.70% 11 52 2.00% 1
limit cars 5715  2.00% 8
special trasportation - seniors, handicap, underprivileged 3572 1.20% 5 23 2.00% 1
keep public informed 4286 1.50% 6
economy, funding 2857 1.00% 4 23 2.00% 1
bus fares 2857 1.00% 4
parking 2143 0.70% 3
signs - visibility, more signs 1429 0.50% 2 23 2.00% 1 104 4.00% 2
sidewalks 714 020% 1 23 2.00% 1 52 2.00% 1
resolve jurisdiction, coordinate state and county efforts 714 0.20% 1
car pool 714 020% 1 23 2.00% 1
shoulder lane
other 28574  10.00% 40 138 12.20% 6 313 12.00% 6
don't know, no comment 37146  13.00% 52 230  20.40% 10 261  10.00% 5

Weighted by Island.

Senior HH are households were at least
one member is over 65 years old.
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Table C6: Transportation Planning Can Help Your Community

Maui Kaua'i Hawali'i
Count Col % N Count Col % Count Col % N
Transportation planning [public transportation, mass transit, rapid transit 6844 17.20% 26 1714 8.50% 18 7808 14.70% 37
can help your acessibility, easier access, mobility 5265 13.20% 20 1142 570% 12 4431 8.40% 21
community? safety 3422 8.60% 13 1999  9.90% 21 4853  9.20% 23
more roads, more lanes, wider roads, more highways 5528 13.90% 21 3046 15.10% 32 8652 16.30% 41
road improvements, fix roads, guard rails 3949 9.90% 15 2285 11.30% 24 6964 13.10% 33
buses - increase schedules, more buses 2369 6.00% 9 2285 11.30% 24 7386 13.90% 35
better planning, planning ahead, coordinate traffic flow 1843 4.60% 7 2190 10.80% 23 2954 5.60% 14
community input, listen to community, citizens more involved 5002 12.60% 19 1999 9.90% 21 4009 7.60% 19
reduce traffic, reduce speeding, decrease commute time 1843 4.60% 7 1142 570% 12 1688 3.20% 8
buses - modify schedules, more frequent 526 1.30% 2 1142 5.70% 12 2532 4.80% 12
bypass, alternate routes 1843 4.60% 7 762 3.80% 8 3165 6.00% 15
protect environment, concern for enviroment 2369 6.00% 9 571 2.80% 6 1266 2.40% 6
traffic lights, street lights 1843  4.60% 7 571 2.80% 6 1899  3.60% 9
coordinating efforts of agencies, work together, minimize de 790 2.00% 3 190 0.90% 2 1055 2.00% 5
bike lanes, bike paths, skateboards, rollerblades 790 2.00% 3 286 1.40% 3 633 1.20% 3
everything is OK, satisfied 211 0.40% 1
limit cars 1053  2.60% 4 666  3.30% 7
special trasportation - seniors, handicap, underprivileged 526 1.30% 2 666 3.30% 7 1477 2.80% 7
keep public informed 790  2.00% 3 286 1.40% 3 422 0.80% 2
economy, funding 526 1.30% 2 666  3.30% 7 1477 2.80% 7
bus fares 211 0.40% 1
parking 211 0.40% 1
signs - visibility, more signs
sidewalks 190  0.90% 2 211 0.40% 1
resolve jurisdiction, coordinate state and county efforts 263 0.70% 1
car pool 190 0.90% 2
shoulder lane 211 0.004 1
other 5791  14.60% 22 1142 5.70% 12 3587 6.80% 17
don't know, no comment 2632 6.60% 10 1999  9.90% 21 4220  8.00% 20

Weighted by Island.

Senior HH are households were at least
one member is over 65 years old.
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Table C6: Transportation Planning Can Help Your Community

Puna Residents Households with Seniors Total
yes Yes
Count Col % N Count Col % N Count Col % N
Transportation planning [public transportation, mass transit, rapid transit 1899 13.40% 9 10520 9.60% 31 48531  12.00% 143
can help your acessibility, easier access, mobility 1266 9.00% 6 9390 8.60% 21 45887 11.40% 104
community? safety 1266  9.00% 6 9317 8.50% 24 38284  9.50% 100
more roads, more lanes, wider roads, more highways 2321 16.40% 11 9212 8.40% 31 36064 8.90% 129
road improvements, fix roads, guard rails 2532 17.90% 12 7117 6.50% 32 34936 8.70% 129
buses - increase schedules, more buses 3376 23.90% 16 11918  10.90% 33 33823 8.40% 107
better planning, planning ahead, coordinate traffic flow 422 3.00% 2 7946 7.30% 16 32064 8.00% 81
community input, listen to community, citizens more involved 844 6.00% 4 7773 7.10% 23 27770 6.90% 90
reduce traffic, reduce speeding, decrease commute time 422 3.00% 2 6781 6.20% 15 27532 6.80% 59
buses - modify schedules, more frequent 211 1.50% 1 4898 4.50% 10 16345 4.10% 43
bypass, alternate routes 211 1.50% 1 3536 3.20% 11 15822 3.90% 45
protect environment, concern for enviroment 1096 1.00% 4 14328 3.60% 39
traffic lights, street lights 633  450% 2620  2.40% 10 12403  3.10% 38
coordinating efforts of agencies, work together, minimize de 211 1.50% 1 2218 2.00% 5 10125 2.50% 26
bike lanes, bike paths, skateboards, rollerblades 1189 1.10% 3 8183 2.00% 20
everything is OK, satisfied 211 1.50% 1 2195  2.00% 4 8121 2.00% 13
limit cars 2238  2.00% 4 7434 1.80% 19
special trasportation - seniors, handicap, underprivileged 211 1.50% 1 3470 3.20% 8 6265 1.60% 22
keep public informed 211 1.50% 1 833  0.80% 4 5783 1.40% 14
economy, funding 422 3.00% 2 688  0.60% 5 5550 1.40% 21
bus fares 3068 0.80% 5
parking 2354 0.60% 4
signs - visibility, more signs 52 0.00% 1 1556 0.40% 5
sidewalks 925  0.80% 2 1191 0.30% 6
resolve jurisdiction, coordinate state and county efforts 978 0.20% 2
car pool 928 0.20% 4
shoulder lane 211 0.001 1
other 1055  7.50% 5 10884 10.00% 27 39545  9.80% 103
don't know, no comment 844  6.00% 4 17647  16.10% 42 46488 11.50% 118

Weighted by Island.

Senior HH are households were at least
one member is over 65 years old.
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Table C7: Transportation Planning Can Help All of Hawaii

O'ahu Lana'i Moloka'i
Count Col % N Count Col % Count Col % N

Transportation planning |public transportation, mass transit, rapid transit 43575  15.20% 61 253  22.00% 11 365 14.00% 7
can help all of Hawaii. |better planning, planning ahead, coordinate traffic flow 27859 9.70% 39 115 10.00% 5 157 6.00% 3

safety 27859  9.70% 39 138  12.00% 6 157 6.00% 3

reduce traffic, reduce speeding, decrease commute time 28574 10.00% 40 92 8.00% 4 104 4.00% 2

community input, listen to community, citizens more involved 20001 7.00% 28 23 2.00% 1 209 8.00% 4

acessibility, easier access, mobility 23573 8.20% 33 261 10.00% 5

road improvements, fix roads, guard rails 22859 8.00% 32 23 2.00% 1

buses - increase schedules, more buses 17858 6.20% 25 23 2.00% 1 52 2.00% 1

more roads, more lanes, wider roads, more highways 15715 5.50% 22 46 4.00% 2 52 2.00% 1

limit cars 11429  4.00% 16 46 4.00% 2 52 2.00% 1

economy, funding 6429 2.20% 9 23 2.00% 1 157 6.00% 3

protect environment, concern for enviroment 7858 2.70% 11 46 4.00% 2 261 10.00% 5

buses - modify schedules, more frequent 7143 2.50% 10

keep public informed 6429 2.20% 9 23 2.00% 1

bypass, alternate routes 3572 1.20% 5 23 2.00% 1

coordinating efforts of agencies, work together, minimize delay 3572 1.20% 5 46 4.00% 2 104 4.00% 2

resolve jurisdiction, coordinate state and county efforts 3572 1.20% 5

cheaper interisland airfares 1429 0.50% 2 23 2.00% 1 52 2.00% 1

traffic lights, street lights 2143 0.70% 3 52 2.00% 1

special trasportation - seniors, handicap, underprivileged 1429 0.50% 2 52 2.00% 1

signs - visibility, more signs 1429 0.50% 2

bus fares 1429 0.50% 2

bike lanes, bike paths, skateboards, rollerblades 714 0.20% 1 23 2.00% 1

sidewalks

other 30002 10.50% 42 138  12.00% 6 157 6.00% 3

don't know, no comment 54290 0.19 76 344 03 15 835 0.32 16

Weighted by Island.

Senior HH are households were at least
one member is over 65 years old.
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Table C7: Transportation Planning Can Help All of Hawaii

Maui Kaua'i Hawali'i
Count Col % N Count Col % Count Col % N
Transportation planning |public transportation, mass transit, rapid transit 5002 12.60% 19 2190 10.80% 23 7808 14.70% 37
can help all of Hawaii. |better planning, planning ahead, coordinate traffic flow 5002 12.60% 19 1999 9.90% 21 3376 6.40% 16
safety 1843  4.60% 7 1523 7.50% 16 2954  560% 14
reduce traffic, reduce speeding, decrease commute time 3159 7.90% 12 381 1.90% 4 2110 4.00% 10
community input, listen to community, citizens more involved 5528 13.90% 21 1618 8.00% 17 6541  12.40% 31
acessibility, easier access, mobility 2632 6.60% 10 381 1.90% 4 4009 7.60% 19
road improvements, fix roads, guard rails 1579 4.00% 6 1238 6.10% 13 4431 8.40% 21
buses - increase schedules, more buses 2632 6.60% 10 857 4.20% 9 4431 8.40% 21
more roads, more lanes, wider roads, more highways 1053 2.60% 4 857 4.20% 9 4853 9.20% 23
limit cars 1579 4.00% 6 381 1.90% 4 633 1.20% 3
economy, funding 2632 6.60% 10 1047 5.20% 11 3587 6.80% 17
protect environment, concern for enviroment 1579 4.00% 6 762 3.80% 8 1688 3.20% 8
buses - modify schedules, more frequent 526 1.30% 2 190 0.90% 2 1266 2.40% 6
keep public informed 263 0.70% 1 381 1.90% 4 633 1.20% 3
bypass, alternate routes 263 0.70% 1 190 0.90% 2 1899 3.60% 9
coordinating efforts of agencies, work together, minimize delay 790 2.00% 3 190 0.90% 2 844 1.60% 4
resolve jurisdiction, coordinate state and county efforts 263 0.70% 1 95 0.50% 1 211 0.40% 1
cheaper interisland airfares 263 0.70% 1 190 0.90% 2 844 1.60% 4
traffic lights, street lights 263 0.70% 1 95  0.50% 1 211 0.40% 1
special trasportation - seniors, handicap, underprivileged 526 1.30% 2 286 1.40% 3 422 0.80% 2
signs - visibility, more signs 844 1.60% 4
bus fares 211 0.40% 1
bike lanes, bike paths, skateboards, rollerblades 263 0.70% 1 381 1.90% 4 211 0.40% 1
sidewalks 263 0.70% 1 95  0.50% 1
other 4738  11.90% 18 2285 11.30% 24 4431 8.40% 21
don't know, no comment 4475 0.113 17 6093 0.302 64 9285 0.175 44

Weighted by Island.

Senior HH are households were at least
one member is over 65 years old.
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Table C7: Transportation Planning Can Help All of Hawaii

Puna Residents Households with Seniors Total
yes Yes
Count Col % N Count Col % N Count Col % N
Transportation planning |public transportation, mass transit, rapid transit 1688 11.90% 8 13895 12.70% 120 59191 14.70% 158
can help all of Hawaii. [better planning, planning ahead, coordinate traffic flow 11133 10.20% 79| 38508  9.60% 103
safety 1266  9.00% 6 8716  8.00% 65 34474  8.60% 85
reduce traffic, reduce speeding, decrease commute time 1055 7.50% 5 6287 5.80% 58 34420 8.60% 72
community input, listen to community, citizens more involved 2110  14.90% 10 11454 10.50% 70 33921 8.40% 102
acessibility, easier access, mobility 1055 7.50% 5 4994 4.60% 59 30857 7.70% 71
road improvements, fix roads, guard rails 1688 11.90% 8 9010 8.20% 54 30130 7.50% 73
buses - increase schedules, more buses 2321 16.40% 11 6364 5.80% 50 25854 6.40% 67
more roads, more lanes, wider roads, more highways 1477  10.40% 7 7434 6.80% 44 22577 5.60% 61
limit cars 211 1.50% 1 5330 4.90% 22 14121 3.50% 32
economy, funding 1055  7.50% 5 3423 3.10% 37 13875  3.40% 51
protect environment, concern for enviroment 633 4.50% 3 1474 1.30% 34 12194 3.00% 40
buses - modify schedules, more frequent 633 4.50% 3 2660 2.40% 14 9126 2.30% 20
keep public informed 3121 2.90% 13 7729 1.90% 18
bypass, alternate routes 2238 2.00% 14 5947 1.50% 18
coordinating efforts of agencies, work together, minimize delay 1001 0.90% 15 5546 1.40% 18
resolve jurisdiction, coordinate state and county efforts 263 0.20% 7 4141 1.00% 8
cheaper interisland airfares 422 3.00% 2 234 0.20% 9 2802 0.70% 11
traffic lights, street lights 714 0.70% 6 2765  0.70% 7
special trasportation - seniors, handicap, underprivileged 905 0.80% 7 2715 0.70% 10
signs - visibility, more signs 211 1.50% 1 422 0.40% 4 2273 0.60% 6
bus fares 925  0.80% 1 1640  0.40% 3
bike lanes, bike paths, skateboards, rollerblades 211 1.50% 1 905 0.80% 5 1592 0.40% 8
sidewalks 2 358  0.10% 2
other 1477  10.40% 7 7142 6.50% 95 41751 10.40% 114
don't know, no comment 2110 0.149 10 22621 0.207 163 75322 0.187 232

Weighted by Island.

Senior HH are households were at least
one member is over 65 years old.
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This technical memorandum has been prepared as part of Task 3 of the work program for the
Hawaii Statewide Transportation Plan (HSTP) and, together with an earlier technical memorandum
entitled “Assess Existing Process” is intended to satisfy the requirements of Product 3A, Technical
Memorandum documenting the planning requirements for the STP.

The purpose of this technical memorandum is to define “environmental justice” or “EJ,” to explain
how environmental justice must be considered during the preparation of federally-assisted plans
and projects (including the HSTP) and to describe the steps being taken during the preparation of
the HSTP to meet those requirements. This technical memorandum also presents a socio-
economic profile of the population of the State of Hawaii. The information presented here, and in
some cases the exact language, is drawn from various govemmental orders, memoranda and
other documents on the subject, which are described below and on the attached list of references
used.

PRINCIPLES AND REQUIREMENTS OF ENVIRONMENTAL JUSTICE

Title VI and environmental justice apply to all U.S. DOT programs, policies, and activities, including,
but not limited to: contracting, system planning, project development, implementation, operation,
monitoring, and maintenance. Environmental justice must be considered in all phases of planning.
Although Environmental Justice concems are frequently raised during project development, Title VI
applies equally to the plans, programs, and activities of planning. There are three fundamental

environmental justice principles:

¢ To avoid, minimize, or mitigate disproportionately high and adverse human health and
environmental effects, including social and economic effects, on minority populations and
low-income populations.

¢ To ensure the full and fair participation by all potentially affected communities in the
transportation decision-making process.

e To prevent the denial of, reduction in, or significant delay in the receipt of benefits by
minority and low-income populations.
Environmental justice is more than a set of legal and regulatory obligations. Properly implemented,
environmental justice principles and procedures improve all levels of transportation decision-
making. This approach will lead to better transportation decisions that meet the needs of all people.
It will enhance the public-involvement process, strengthen community-based partnerships, and
provide minority and low-income populations with opportunities to leam about and improve the
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quality and usefulness of transportation in their lives. It will avoid disproportionately high and
adverse impacts on minority and low-income populations and will minimize and/or mitigate
unavoidable impacts by identifying concems early in the planning phase and providing offsetting
initiatives and enhancement measures to benefit affected communities and neighborhoods.

Environmental justice is not a new requirement. Recipients of federal-aid have long been required
to certify and the U.S. DOT must ensure nondiscrimination under numerous laws, regulations, and
policies. Relating to transportation plans and projects, these include:

o Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964 states that “No person in the United States shall, on
the grounds of race, color or national origin, be excluded from participation, be denied the
benefits of, or be subjected to discrimination under any program or activity receiving
Federal financial assistance.” Title VI prohibits both intentional discrimination and
unintentional discrimination, or “disparate-impact discrimination,” which results from the
application of policies and practices which are neutral on their face but have the effect of
discrimination on protected groups. The recent landmark U.S. Supreme Court decision,
Alexander vs. Sandoval, handed down on April 24, 2000, has eliminated the right of private
parties to sue over perceived instances of unintentional discrimination.

e Executive Order 12898, Federal Actions to Address Environmental Justice in Minonty
Populations and Low-Income Populations (signed by President Clinton on February 11,
1994) required each federal agency to achieve environmental justice as part of its mission
by identifying and addressing, as appropriate, disproportionately high and adverse effects
on human health or environmental effects of its programs, policies and activities on minority
and low-income populations in the United States.

e On April 15, 1997 the U.S. Department of Transportation issued a final order on Actions to
Address Environmental Justice in Minonty Populations and Low-Income Populations to
summarize and expand upon the requirements of Executive Order 12898 on Environmental
Justice. The U.S. DOT Order clarified and reinforced Title VI responsibilities as well as
addressed effects on low-income populations. The goal of the U.S. DOT Order is to ensure
that programs, policies, and other activities do not have a disproportionately high and
adverse effect on minority or low-income populations. The goal of the U.S. DOT Order is to
ensure that programs, policies, and other activities do not have a disproportionately high
and adverse effect on minority or low-income populations.

¢ In ajoint memorandum to their respective field administrative offices issued on October 7,
1999 by the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) and the Federal Transit
Administration (FTA) provided additional guidance to FHWA and FTA staff certifying Civil
Rights Title VI compliance. That memorandum gave a clear message that environmental
justice is integral throughout the transportation planning process.

State Departments of Transportation and metropolitan planning organizations (MPQOs) are required
to identify and address the Title VI and environmental justice implications of their planning
processes and investment decisions. They must ensure that their transportation programs, policies

2
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and activities serve all segments of the region without generating disproportionately high adverse
effects. All reasonably foreseeable adverse social, economic, and environmental effects on
minority populations and low-income populations must be identified and addressed.

Environmental Justice is an important part of the planning process and must be considered in all
phases of planning. This includes all public-involvement plans and activities, the development of
Regional Transportation Plans (RTP's), Transportation Improvement Programs (TIP's) and
Statewide Transportation Improvement Programs (STIP's). A truly integrated and effective
planning process should actively consider and promote environmental justice within projects and
groups of projects, across the total plan, and in policy decisions.

Planning and programming activities that have the potential to have a disproportionately high
and adverse effect on human health or the environment shall include explicit consideration of
the effects on minority populations and low-income populations. Procedures shall be
established or expanded, as necessary, to provide meaningful opportunities for public
involvement by members of minority populations and low-income populations during the
planning and development of programs, policies, and activities (ncluding the identification of
potential effects, alternatives, and mitigation measures). (U.S. DOT order 5.b.1)

Steps shall be taken to provide the public, including members of minority populations and low-
income populations, access to public information concerning the human health or environmental
impacts of programs, policies, and activities, including information that will address the concerns
of minority and low-income populations regarding the health and environmental impacts of the
proposed action. (U.S. DOT order 5.b.2)

When discussing environmental justice, it is critical to clearly define key terms. The 1997 US DOT
order provides the following definitions:

Minority means a person who is:

1. Black (a person having origins in any of the black racial groups of Africa);

2. Hispanic (a person of Mexican, Puerto Rican, Cuban, Central or South American, or
other Spanish culture or origin, regardless of race);

3. Asian American (a person having origins in any of the original peoples of the Far East,
Southeast Asia, the Indian subcontinent, or the Pacific Islands); or
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4. American Indian and Alaskan Native (a person having origins in any of the original
people of North America and who maintains cultural identification through tribal affiliation
or community recognition).

LouwrIncome means a person whose median household income is at or below the Department of
Health and Human Services poverty guidelines. The poverty guidelines for Hawaii in 1990 was
$14,610 for a family of 4 and increased to $17,430 in 1995, $19,610 in 2000 and $20,300 in
2001.

Minority Population or Low-Income Population means any readily identifiable group of low-
income or minority persons who live in geographic proximity, and, if circumstances warrant,
geographically dispersed/transient persons (such as migrant workers or Native Americans) who
will be similarly affected by a proposed DOT program, policy or activity.

Adverse effects means the totality of significant individual or Cumulative human health or
environmental effects, including interrelated social and economic effects, which may include, but
are not limited to:

bodily impairment, infirmity, illness or death;

air, noise, and water pollution and soil contamination;

destruction or disruption of man-made or natural resources;

destruction or diminution of aesthetic values;

destruction or disruption of community cohesion or a community's economic vitality;

destruction or disruption of the availability of public and private facilities and services;

vibration;

adverse employment effects;

displacement of persons, businesses, farms, or nonprofit organizations;

0. increased traffic congestion, isolation, exclusion or separation of minority or low-income
individuals within a given community or from the broader community; and

11. the denial of reduction in, or significant delay in the receipt of, benefits of DOT

programs, policies, or activities.

S2OONOORWN =

Disproportionately high and adverse effect on minority and low-income populations means an
adverse effect that:

-_—

is predominately borne by a minority population and/or a low-income population, or

2. will be suffered by the minority population and/or low-income population and is
appreciably more severe or greater in magnitude than the adverse effect that will be
suffered by the non-minority population and/or non-low-income population.
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APPROACH TO ENVIRONMENTAL JUSTICE TAKEN IN THE PREPARATION OF THE HSTP

Neither Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964 nor Executive Order 12898 prescribes the specific
methods and processes for ensuring environmental justice in transportation planning. State (and
local) agencies are free to explore and devise effective analytical techniques and public
involvement approaches to ensure that transportation plans successfully integrate environmental
justice into decision-making. The 1997 U.S. DOT order states that the following information
should be obtained where relevant, appropriate and practical:

Population served and/or affected by race, color or national origin, and income level;
¢ Proposed steps to guard against disproportionately high and adverse effects on persons on
the basis of race, color or national origin;
¢ Present and proposed membership by race, color or national origin, in any planning or
advisory body which is part of the program.
The level of analysis will necessarily vary with the scope of the project currently under
consideration, i.e., the potential effects of a welkdefined physical project can be more readily
quantified and analyzed than those of a policy-level document such as the HSTP. A detailed
socio-economic and demographic profile of the population of the State of Hawaii, its counties and
county subdivisions has been prepared to provide a basic level of insight into the geographic
distribution of protected persons and populations. This foundation is supplemented by an
extensive public involvement program that is designed to provide the broadest possible exposure
to the HSTP as it is developed and to obtain relevant input from all sectors of the general public,

including minority and low-income persons.

DEMOGRAPHIC PROFILE BY COUNTY AND COUNTY SUBDIVISION

The most complete demographic data for Hawaii is collected by the U.S. Census Bureau in the
decennial Census of Population and Housing, conducted in years ending in “0.” This intensive
survey effort reaches every household in the State and provides a detailed enumeration of the
entire population. At the time this technical memorandum is being written, full data is available
from the 1990 Census and partial data is available from the 2000 Census, which was conducted in
the Spring of 2000. It is relevant to note that before the 2000 Census, respondents were limited to
identifying themselves as members of only one of four racial groups (White, Black or African

American, Asian/Pacific Islander or Native American/Alaskan Native), either with or without
5
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Hispanic ethnic affiliation. The 2000 Census is the first which has allowed respondents to identify

themselves with more than one racial group, thus the data are not directly comparable.

Another valuable source of demographic data for Hawaii is the State Department of Business,
Economic Development and Tourism (DBEDT). Among its other duties, this agency prepares
current population estimates and forecasts that are used by both the public and private sectors.

Table 1 presents selected 1990 demographic data, with totals reported for the State, for the four
counties and for each county subdivision (which are the primary county divisions defined by the
U.S. Census Bureau). Each county’s subdivision boundaries are illustrated in Figures 1 through 4.

In 1990 about one-twelfth of all Hawaiians (8% or about 88,000 persons) lived in poverty, as
defined above. In Hawaii County 14% of the population lived in poverty while between 7% and 8%
of the other counties’ populations were poor. In 17 of the 44 county subdivisions, 10% or more of
the population lived in poverty. The greatest concentrations of poverty were located in Niihau
(47%), Kalawao (37%), Puunene (28%), East Molokai (25%), Puna (24% in Keaau-Mountain View
and Pahoa-Kalapana combined) and Hana (21%).

In 1990 Blacks made up 2% of the state’s population (about 27,000 persons), almost all of which
(95%) resided in Honolulu County. The largest concentration of Blacks (14%) was in the county
subdivision of Wahiawa. In 1990 Hispanics made up 7% of the state’s population (about 81,000
persons), dispersed across the state. In 19 of the 44 county subdivisions, 10% or more of the
population was Hispanic. The greatest concentrations (22%) were located in the relatively small
county subdivisions of Kalawao and Puunene.

In 1990 over three-fifths of Hawaiians belonged to the Asian or Pacific Islander racial group. In
every county Asians and Pacific Islanders made up a majority of the population (57% to 63%). In
fact, this group is less than 50% of the population in only 6 of the 44 county subdivisions

throughout the state.

In 1990 Native Hawaiians made up over one-eighth (13% or about 139,000 persons) of the state’s
population, of which about two-thirds resided in Honolulu County. In every county more than one-
tenth of the population was of Native Hawaiian origin (11% to 19%). Substantial concentrations of

Native Hawaiians (20% or more) were present in 14 of the 44 county subdivisions throughout the
6
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state and all but 6 of the county subdivisions had a Native Hawaiian population of at least 10%.
The islands of Molokai and Niihau had the largest concentrations of Native Hawaiian residents
(49% and 98%, respectively).

In 1990 Native Americans and Alaskan Natives made up less than one-half of one percent of the
state’s population (about 5,000 persons), dispersed across the state. The lar